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ritories asks that they be ordered to be printed; || 
and that they stand before this House on the 25th || 
of June next as though reported on that day. | 

Mr. FLORENCE. We shall then have all || 
the information before us. | 

Mr. GROW. If this is done we are willing 
that next week should be passed over without 
doing any business, to accommodate gentlemen || 
on‘the other side. 


Mr. STEPHENS obtained the floor, but yielded 


a. LETCHER. Suppose the House adopt 
the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
yania: will not the effect be to make this bill on | 
that day the special order over all other territo- 
rial business? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ido not understand that || 
it will. The proposition is to let the report be 
made and its further consideration postponed to 
the 25th of June, toecome up then as though the | 
report were made on that day, if the committee 
were called, and I understand it will be. The | 
only reason why the committee wish the report 
made now is, that the bill and reports may be | 

rinted. If we are to be called on to act on the | 
Cin, then I think that it is right we should have 
the bill and reports printed. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman states the case 
exactly. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have no objection to the 
course suggested. If I am to be called on to act | 
on the bill on that day, I should prefer that these 
reports be printed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. There is no ques- | 
tion in thesworld—none, that this proposition de- || 
velops a purpose to apply the previous question 
to this bill. 

Mr. GROW. Let me correct the gentleman. 
This is the only reason we have on this side of | 
the House, to have the report made and the bill | 
and reports, printed before the adjournment. 
Everybody knows the existing condition of 
things in Kansas, The country looks with anx- | 
iety to us to see whether anything is to be done | 
for that Territory. We do not like to adjourn, 
then, and go to our recreation, unless this prop- | 
osition is made and pending, so as to come upat | 
some fixed time. 

Mr. SMITH. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Territories confesses to the House that it | 
has not been fixed what policy shall be pursued in 
reference to this bill, when the 25th of June ar- | 
rives. The gentleman’s own mind is not made 
up. The only purpose is to get rid, as I conceive— 
I see nothing else—of the monstrous Se 
that otherwise would apply to a call for the pre- 
vious question on such an important matter—to 
get rid of the objection that members were called 
on to vote for a bill which was not printed and 
they had not an opportunity to examine. They 
do not desire to run such a bill through, as the 
monstrous railroad bills were run through, with- 
out being printed, and members having an oppor- | 
tunity to a aneye onthem. To do so would | 
cause such a shock to the public sense of the 
country that even gentlemen of the other side | 
would not seek. he only design is to have | 
these reports printed, in order that it may be said, 
when the question comes up, as an excuse for 
calling for the previous question, that every mem- 
ber understands the subject, and why should the 





question be discussed? Why not put the bill | 


right through and pacify the country? 

Mr. STEPHE 

Mr. SMITH. 
he will not call for the previous question there is 
an end to the matter. , 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania expressly says that he wants the bill | 
to occupy, on the 25th of June, exactly the same 
position that it would if reported onthatday. Of | 
course the bill can be reported on that day, and 
the previous question called. If the majority sus- 
tain that eall, then of course I should prefer that 
the bill and reports are printed in the mean time. 


| 


| sylvania asks leave of the House to make a report 


| 
S. Allow me one word. {| 
If the gentleman will say that | 
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!|on the 25th of 


| position to that which it would be entitled to, if 


| around. 


| the 25th of June. 





But I trust that the previous question will not be | 
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anda minority report. The Committee on Ter- || calledon thatday. Still I can see no improprie- || journ over is considered, I wish to say that it 


ty, I will state to the gentleman from Virginia, | 
in letting this report be made now. 

Mr. SMITH. If these reports be printed and 
laid before members, the excuse for the application 
of the previous question will be found in the fact | 


|| that they are well understood by the House. If 


these reports are not printed until the subject is 
called up, then members will say that they have had 
no opportunity to look into the ie and gentle- 
men will hardly have the hardihood—as much | 
hardihood as has been developed in the proceed- 
ings of this House during this session—to have | 
action on the subject. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would greatly prefer to 
read these reports and be prepared for action, be- 
cause I want to bring thjs session to an adjourn- | 
ment as soon as possiblé If the report be made 
une, and the matter has to be 
then postponed in order that it may be considered, 
we will not get to its discussion until July. 
Whatever is to be done, should be done speedily, 
so that we adjourn at an early day. 

Mr. GROW. So far as the printing of the | 
report is concerned, I will say that that will make | 
no difference in reference to the action of the com- | 
mittee. They will use itas no excuse. It may | 
be understood that they have never been printed, 
and that members have no knowledge on the sub- 
ject. But 1 would be a fool to stand here as | 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, report 
the bill, and then allow it to be put in an inferior 


reported on the day to which the postponement 
isasked. In this case we ask no favors and shall 
grant none. The House can now do as it pleases 
with this proposition. 
Mr. HAVEN. There is special pleading all 
What is the reason that the report can- 
not be made and now acted on? Why okaail we | 
be afraid to meet it now, or any time hereafter? | 
I submit that there is no reason. This is an im- | 
ortant subject, itis true. So were the railroad 
bills lately passed. Yet we passed them as they 
were reported. Gentlemen have considered this 
matter, and they are nearer a conclusion than they 
are willing to admit. If there be anything par- 
ticular about this, as the gentleman from Georgia 
says, it had better be disclosed. The judgment 
of the House has to control this thing in the end; 
and we must have confidence in each other, or we | 





may as well go and fight it outelsewhere. Unless 1 


we can come to the conclusion that the report be 
received unanimously, and the consideration of 
it postponed until that time, I hope somebody | 
will make an objection, so that we may go on to 
the consideration of other business. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Penn- 


from the Committee on Territories, with the con- | 
dition that its consideration shall be set down for 


No objection being made, Mr. GROW, from the 
Committee on Territories, reported a bill for the 
admission of Kansas as a State, the consideration 
of which was postponed until the 25th of June. 

The majority and minority reports were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw that motion, to allow me to make a 
suggestion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to appeal to the 
House that, before adjourning, we should take 
from the Speaker’s table, and put upon their 
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|| it will that of other gentlemen. 





passage, the pares bills which were some days 
since reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House. I hope they will be disposed of. 

Mr. WAL RIDGE. 
sand extra copies of the majority and minorit 
reports submitted from the Committee on Terri- 
tories be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will go, under 
the rules, to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Before the motion to ad- 


| it adjourn to another da 


-_———> 





1as been usual, during the time of the holding of 
the conventions, to have an understanding that 
no business should be transacted during that time. 
Now, gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
who are willing to concede this to us—I say use 
because I am on the Democratic séde of the Hous, 
—ask that the same courtesy be extended to them 
during the week but one succeeding. I trust and 
hope that it will he so understood, and that the 
opportunity will be taken next week and the 
week after to clear out this Hall, and put it in its 
usual summer garb, so that when we come back 
from the conventions we may go to work with a 
good will, accomplish the business which we are 
sent here to do, and go home to our constituents, 
and engineer ourselves back here again, and also 
help to elect a President. (Laughter. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, I know that 
this matter is not debatable, but I wish to make 
this inquiry, and the answer to it will govern my 
own action to a great extent, andI have no doubt 
It is about the 
season of the year when the carpets are usually 
taken up, and a change made in the dress of the 
Hall. Ofcourse I do not intend to meddle with 
any conventions going on immediately, but I 
desire to know whether it is the intention that 
the dress of the Hall shall be changed? I make 
this inquiry with a view to allow gentlemen who 
desire it, to take a short recess and go home—in 
other words, whether business is to be resumed 
on Monday next? If it is, I desire to be here; 
but if not, and gentlemen go away, that willcon- 
trol my action very much. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If gentlemen will give 
their unanimous consent, I will move that the 
Clerk of the House be directed to place the House 
of Representatives in its usual summer dress. 
[Cries of ‘* That is right.’’] I offer the usual 
resolution to that effect. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


To-morrow and 


|| next day will not give sufficient time to the Door- 


keeper to have that done. It will also require a 
portion of next week. There will not be, I sup- 
pose, a quorum on Monday, but there will be 
enough to adjourn over from day to day until 
that shall be done, and until a quorum appear here. 
I sapenay myself, that nothing will be dean next 

| week, 

Mr. KEITT. That must be the understanding. 

Mr. JONES. That is my impression. There 
will not be a quorum here next week. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. That is the understand- 
ing now, and I insist upon my motion. 

The question was first putupon Mr. FLorence’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. As there will be no quo- 
rum on Monday, I ask that, by unanimous con- 
sent, a motion may be entertained, that when the 
House meets on Monday, it shall adjourn over 
until Thursday. 
| Mr. KEITT. 
| Monday. 

Mr. JONES. It seems to me that we have no 
authority to do that. 
The SPEAKER. 

imous consent. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
done in former Congresses. 

‘Mr. JONES. In that way we might aijourn 
the House for three months. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Tennessee that the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
Ciiveman] is only equivalent to an instruction 
to the House, that when it meets on Monday it 
adjourn again till Thursday. The House may, 
or may not, regard the instruction, as it pleases; 


And then from Thursday until 


lt can be done only by unan- 


It has been 


| but it stands in the light of an understanding or 
I move that five thou- | 


agreement, that when the House meets on Monday 


Mr. CLINGMAN. t beg leave to remind the 
' gentleman from Tennessee, that the House has 
| sometimes made an order of this sort, I remem- 
| ber that once it made an order to meet at eight 
| o’clock on Thursday, and then adjourn over to 


| 
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meeton Monday, and then adjourn for three days” = on the 24th days of March and August; at Wheeling 


more. 7 
Mr. JONES. I would remind the gentleman 


that, in the instance which he refers to, the prop- || 
osition was a different one from that which he | 


now makes. It was that the House adjourn to- 
day to meet to-morrow morning at eight o’clock, 
and then to adjourn for three days; but there was 
no order to adjourn over for three days more, and 
then on the meeting on that day to adjourn for 
three days again. 


The SPEAKER. With the leave of the House, 
the Chair will request the Clerk to report a reso- 


lution that was heretofore adopted on this subject. | 


The Clerk read the resolution referred to. It 
resolved that, when the House adjourns on 
Wednesday, the 3]st of May, it adjourn to meet 


a. m., and then adjourn to meet on Monday fol- 


& 


June 5; and that the Doorkeeper be instructed | 


to renovate and refit the Hall for the summer 
season. 


Mr. JONES, 





There was only one order then, | 


on the 6th days of April and September ; at Charlestown on 
the 19th days of Apriland September; at Staunton on the 
Ist days of May and October ; and at Wythe Court-House 
on the fourth Mondays of May and October; and that all 


| suits, actions, and proceedings of whatever kind, now de- 
| pending in or returnable to said courts respectively, shall 


be taken to be continued or returnable to the terms herein 
established. 

And be it further enacted, That the term of the circuit 
court of the United States shall be holden annually at 
Lewisburg, in the said western district of Virginia, com- 
mencing as now on the first Monday of August. 

And be it further enacted, That this act shall be in force 
from and after the passage thereof. 


Mr LETCHER. I desire simply to remark, 
in connection with this matter, that this bill is 


| the result of a conference with the judge and the 
| bar at the different points at which this court is 


| grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 


which was to adjourn from Wednesday to next || 


morning, at eight o’clock, and from Thursday 
to the succeeding Monday; but we cannot make | 
an order to adjourn from Thursday of next week 


to the following Monday, for in that way we 


could adjourn for three months. 
The SPEAKER. 


be entertained. 
Mr. HAVEN. 

Tennessee is right. j 

more than he conceives we can. But, what I 


mous understanding here that no business be 


done next week; for, if so, there are many gen- || 

tlemen who would not return here before Sunday | 

for business on | 

1, for one, am rea y to stay—if that | 
( 


week, so as to be here read 
Monday. 
be the general desire of the House—and to be 
ready to answer to my name if there be a call of 
the House any time next week. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 


business was to be done next week. 
{Cries of *‘ Certainly.”’ ‘* That is the under- 
standing.’’] 


The question was taken on Mr. Barkspare’s | 


motion; and it was agreed to. 
So the House agreed to adjourn over to Mon- 
day. 
MINT REPORT——-EXTRA COPIES. 


Mr. CADWALADER. I move that one thou- 
sand extra copies of the report of the Director of 
the Mint be printed for the use of the Director. 

Referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ANSON DART. 
Mr. STEPHENS. I ask that the House, be- 


mittee of the Whole House. 
There being no objection, an act (S. No. 60) 
for the relief of Anson Dart was taken up. 
Mr. LETCHER. I desire to debate that bill. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Then let it go over. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN DELAWARE. 


Mr. GALLOWAY, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on the Judici- 
ary bill (S. No. 232) to change the place of hold- 
ing the courts of the United States in the district 
of Delaware; which was read a third time and 
passed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN VIRGINIA. 


Mr. GALLOWAY, from the same committee, 
reported a bill changing the time of holding the 
district courts of the United States at Wythe- 
ville, in the western district of Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to offera substitute 
for that bill. 

The substitute was reported, as follows: 

An Act to change the times of holding the Courts in the 

ig i ae District of Virginia. 4 

@ it enactec the 
of the United Staies of Sraotets Congr of ee bled, That 
instead of the times now prescribed by law for holding the 
courts ofthe United States in the western district of Virginia, 
the said courts shall hereafter be held annually—at Clarks- 


Objection being made by || 
the gentleman from Tennessee, the proposition | 
of the gentleman from North Carolina will not | 


Of course the gentleman from || 
We cannot adjourn any || ¢ : _ being 
|| ingly read the third time, and passed. 
desired to know was this—if it was the unani- || 





I supposed that it was | 
understood. on all sides of the House, that no | 





| of Charles P. Babcock, late Indian agent at De- 


| it back, with the following amendments: 


| the word *- exchanging,’ in the same line, insert “‘ gold for 
| silver,’ and aiter the word * coin,’ 


| Charles P. Babcock, late Indian agent at Detroit, in the 


| him: And provided further, That the sum to be allowed to | 


¥ L be- || were severally agreed to. 
fore adjourning, will dispose of the private bills | 
on the Speaker’s table, reported from the Com- 


| for silver coin, and also for one quarter’s salary for his own 
| services, shall be allowed and paid: 
| balance thus found due said Babcock shall first be applied 


| of Missouri, reported from a Committee of the | 





j '| held, and they agree as to the time. 
on Thursday, the Ist of June, at eight o’clock, || 


The question was taken, and the amendment 


|| was agreed to. 
. . ry i 
lowing, and then adjourn to meet on Thursday, 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- | 


it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended as follows: 

An act to change the tiges of holding the courts 
in the western district of Virginia. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the private bills on the Speaker’s table, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House, which 
were taken up in their order, as follows: 


WILLIAM HUMPHREY, JR. 


A pill for the relief of William Humphrey, jr., 
owner of fishing schooner Good Exchange, lost 
at sea. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read | 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 


CHARLES P. BABCOCK. é 
A bill authorizing a settlement of the accounts 


troit, in the State of Michigan. 
The Committee of the Whole House reported 


Strike outthe word ‘ paid,” in the eighth line, and after | 


” 


strike out the words | 
“and colleeting drafts ;”? and to the end of the bill add the 
following proviso : 

And provided further, That the sum to be allowed to him | 
shall not exceed the sum of $457 22. 

The bill as so amended reads: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and required to adjust and pay the accounts o 


State of Michigan; and that in making such adjustment, 
certain vouchers, heretofore presented by him, and now on 
file, for expenses incurred for premiums in exchanging gold 


Provided, That any 


in liquidation of his indebtedness to the United States, if | 
any there shall be, and the remainder only shall be paid to | 


him shal! not exceed the sum of $457 22. 
The question was taken; and the amendments 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read | 
a third time; and, being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


PASCAL L. CERRE. 





A bill to authorize the legal representatives of | 
Pascal L. Cerre to enter certain lands in the State | 


Whole House, with an amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert after the word “ entry,” these words, ‘ata price | 
not exceeding $1 25 per acre ;’’ so that the bill, if amended, 
will read: 

That the legal representatives of Pascal L. Cerre be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to enter, without payment, at 
any land office in the State of Missouri, in such quantities, | 
agreeable to the United States surveys, as the claimants | 
may desire, a quantity of land subject to private entry, at a. | 
price not exceeding $1 25 per acre, not exceeding seven | 
thousand and fifty-six arpens of land, in lieu of and in | 
compensation for a claim of that quantity allowed to them | 
by the board of commissioners, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER M. WOZENCRAFT. 


A joint resolution authorizing the Secreta 
of the Interior to settle the accounts of Oliver M. | 








Wozencraft was reported from the Committee | 
of the Whole House, with an amendment in the 


| nature of a substitute. 


May 29, 


SSS 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out after the enacting clause, and insert : 

_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is author 
ized to audit and settle, upon just and equitable principles, 
the accounts of Oliver M. Wozencraft, late commission 
and Indian agent for California, for actual disbursemen : 
made by him ; and thata sum not exceeding seven thousa ‘4 
dollars be appropriated for the purpose of carrying this = 
olution into effect out of any money in the Treasury ne 
otherwise appropriated : Provided, That nothing herein eo ; 
tained shall authorize the settlement of any contracts a 
tered into by said Wozencraft, or drafts drawn by him ie 
which individuals now base claims against the United 
States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES J. INGERSOLL. 


A bill for the relief of Charles J. Ingersoll, re. 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House 
without amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of that bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [hope the gentleman wij] 
not insist on his demand. Loum this statement 
to the House and the gentleman. This is the 
only case on the records of Congress where an 
allowance has not been made like that asked for 
Mr. Ingersoll by this bill. 

Mr. LETCHER. This case has been up on 
several occasions before, either in the shape of a 
bill or resolution. I have not only resisted this, 
but all other similar cases. The resistance has 
been heretofore successful. The gentleman says 
that every other case, except this one, has been 
passed by the House. Well, sir, I never knew 
two wrongs to make a right. So believing, [ 


| wish to have the yeas and nays to see who votes 


for, and who against, this bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I do not think two wrongs 
make a right; but I do think that this bill stands 
on the principle of right. Mr. Ingersoll came 
here contesting the seat of Mr. Naylor in the 
Twenty-Sixth Congress. He had the certificate 
of the Governor of the State. This bill only 
provides for his payment from the day he pre- 
sented his memorial to the day the case was de- 
cided. I say it is right, and that the past judg- 
ments of this House were wrong. If it were 
rejected twice or thrice, I say that four wrongs 
cannot makearight. Itisright, andit should be 
pajd. I trust the gentleman will withdraw his 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LETCHER. If this thing was right, 
and Mr. Ingersoll was entitled to this compensa- 
tion, why did not the Congress in which the 
contest occurred make the allowance? Why has 
it been delayed from year to year? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will answer the gentle- 
man. Ido not know why that Congress did not 
vote him the seat. If the case was before the 
gentleman it would be difficult for him to tell why 
the seat was not given to Mr. Ingersoll, If they 
did him one injustice perhaps they were prepared 
to do him another. It is not for me to say why 
they did not make the allowance. It is for me, 
however, to say whether this is right or not. It 
ought to be paid. I will state what I understand 
to be the history of the case. Mr. Ingersoll did 
not make any application, 

Mr. LETCHER., Why? 

Mr.STEPHENS. Because he belonged to the 
school to which the gentleman does. ‘When he 
was on this floor he did not vote to pay similar 
claims. 1 donot know what were the reasons. 
I do not inquire into them, I look at moe 
before me—those which the Committee of Elec- 
tions had before them. The committee of the last 
Congress, the committee of this Congress, and 
every committee that has investigated the case, 
have reported favorably on it. 

At the next election Mr. Ingersoll was elected 
to Congress from the same district. He was 4 
member, on this floor, during the Twenty-Sev- 
enth, Twenty-Eighth, and Twenty-Ninth Con- 

esses, A delicacy may have prevented his ask- 
ing the allowance at that time. Soon after his 
retirethent from Congress his memorial was pre- 
sented. Every report since has been in favor of 
paying the allowance. 

. ALLISO. 


IN. In regard to the allegation 








1856. 





that Mr. Ingersoll had the certificate of the Gov- 
ernor of the State, I am informed that Mr. 
Naylor had the certificate of the Governor who 
went out at the electién, and Mr. Ingersoll had 
the certificate of the Governor who came in at 


i 


the same election. Now the facts of the case || 


were very extraordinary. Mr. Ingersoll came 
here contesting the seat, with a large majority 
azainst him, and without a shadow of pretext. 
The House refused to make the allowance, and 
have continued to refuse from year to year, his | 
iolitical friends being in the majority often. It | 
is very extraordinary that he should come here | 
now, and ask for compensation, on this state of 


TH 


| 


facts. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to say, in reply to | 
what the gentleman has stated, that I think he is 
in error; that Naylor had no certificate of the 
Governor. He had the certificate of the return- | 
yng officers. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Of the returning judges. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman from 
Georgia allow me to state to the House that I 
have paired off with Mr. Davis, of Massachu- 
setts, from after Monday next, to Wednesday 
week next following, upon all questions of a 

olitical character, and upon the matter of the al- 
ad assault upon Mr. Sumner. 

‘Mr. STEPHENS. If it is not the disposition 
of the House to pass this bill now, I move the 
previous question upon it, and let the vote be 
taken upon it when the House is full. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I hope it will be taken to. 


day. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope so too. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the passage 
of the bill. 

The question was then taken upon the demand 
for the previous question, and there were, on a 
division—ayes 55, noes 27; no quorum voting. | 

Mr. EVANS, by unanimous consent, intro- | 
duced the fflowing resolution; which was read, | 
considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to commu- 
nicate to the House, if consistent with the public interest, 
any information in his possession in regard to the action of | 
the leading Powers of Europe upon the question of priva- 
tering; and if notice of the action of the late conference | 
at Paris thereon has been officially communicated to this | 
Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the House is 
going to pass from the bill under consideration 
because there is no quorum present, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. With the consent of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, before that mo- 
tion is put, I desire to state to the House that I 
have paired off with Mr. Gitsert, of New York, 
from the 30th instant to the 2lst of June, inclu- | 
sive, upon all questions except railroads. 


Mr. WINSLOW, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to this House a copy of the roport of Brevet 
Major 8. 8. 8. Laidley, commander of the North Carolina 


arsenal, on the timber, iron, and mineral resources of the 
Deep River country, in North Carolina. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I now call for tellers upon 
my call for the previous question. 

‘ellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLorence | 
and TuorInGTon were appointed. | 

The House was divided: and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 54, noes 12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. KELSEY. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am requested 
by my friend from Maryland, Mr. Bowre, to 
State to the House that he has paired off with 
Mr. Grancer from this time to the 23d of June 
next, 

Mr. PERRY. I desire to state that I have 
paired off with Mr. Pecx from and after to-day 
up 2 the 21st of June on all debated questions. 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. GALLOWAY, by unanimous consent, 
and in pursuance of previous notice, introduced 
@ bill for the relief of William Burdell, Samuel 

ledary, and others, sureties of John P. Arthur, 
&ssistant quartermaster of the United States 
Army: which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 





PUBLIC LANDS. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD offered the following res- | 


| olution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, requested to furnish to this House a complete 
statement of all lands donated by Congress to the several 
States and Territories of the United States, or to incorpo 
rated companies or mdividuals therein, together with the 
times when, and the purposes forwhich, said lands were 
so donated. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. \ 
the gentleman that these reports have been here- 
tofore made, and it will require immense labor to 
comply with his resolution. Will the gentleman 
modify it so as to require the Secretary to report 
the amount that has aoe donated since the last 
reporta were made. I think that would be better. 


ir. UNDERWOOD. I apprehend that the 


I would say to 


gentleman from Tennessee is mistaken in some | 


respect, 
Objections being made, the resolution was not 
received. 
MARINE §IJGNALS. 
An act (S. No. 277) to provide for the general 


introduction ofa uniform national code of marine | 


signals was taken from the Speaker’s table, read 


| a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. ALBRIGHT stated that he had paired off | 








with Mr. Maxwe zt till the 19th of June. 


Mr. KNIGHT asked to introducea resolution | 


in reference to the survey of the Ohio river. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 
Mr. GOODE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
Mr. FLORENCE, I desire to say that I have 
aired off with my colleague, Mr. Grow, till next 
Vednesday week on all subjects except the pay 


| of Mr. Ingersoll, and motions to adjourn. 


Mr. GOODE, at the request of Mr. Evans, 
withdrew his motion. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 


the files of the House of the papers in the case of William | 


R. Baker, for reference to the Court of Claims. 


NEWARK BAY AND HARBOR. 


Mr. PENNINGTON asked leave to offer the | 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of continuing the 


improvement of Newark bay and harbor, and that they | 


have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

And then, on motion of Mr. GOODE, (at three 
o’clock and twenty minutes, ) the House adjourned 
till Monday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 2, 1856. 
Prayer by the Rev. Danie Wa po, Chaplain 
of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. STUART took the Chair, and called the 
Senate to order. 
The Secretary read the following letter: 


Monpay Morninea, June 2, 1856. 
Do me the favor to take the Chair to-day. 
Yours truly, JESSE D. BRIGHT. 
Hon. Cuarues E. Stuart. 


The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 
CENTRAL AMERICA. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the | 


Senate a communication from the President of | 


the United States in further answer to the reso- 


| lution of the Senate of the 17th of January last, || 
requesting a copy of any official correspondence | 


not previously communicated, touching the con- | 


struction and purport of the convention between 


the United States and Great Britain, of the 19th 
of April, 1850, transmitting a copy of an instruc- | 


tion of the 24th instant, from the Secretary of 


| State to the Minister of the United States at 


London; which, on motion of Mr. Hunter, was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


FURTHER ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. PEARCE. 


I move that when the Senate 


adjourns on Thursday, it adjourn to Monday | a resolution respecting the breach of its 


next. 

Mr. ADAMS. From the number of Senators 
present to-day, I think it not at all unlikely that 
on Thursday there will be a quorum present. 


| 
| 





= 


know of no reason why there should not be, and 
why the Senate may not then proceed to business, 


| if there should not be a quorum present on 


Thursday, it will be time enough then, it seems 
to me, to adjourn over to the Monday following 
There are more Senators present than [ oxpeutall 
to see this morning, and I have but littl doubt 
of the presence of a quorum on Thursday. Be 
that as it may, I think it better not to adjourn 
over until the time comes. 


Mr. PEARCE. Several Senators are about to 
leave the city, and that has induced me to make 


the metion. For myself, I am at all times ready 
to attend to business. 


The motion was agreed to. 
ASSAULT ON MR. SUMNER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
received from a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives a communication, with a request that 
it may be presented to the Senate. 

The Secretary read the communication, as fol- 
lows: 

Hovse or Representatives, May 29, 1856. 

Sir: [have seen in the public journals, this morning, 
the report of the committee of the Senate, to whom was 
referred a resolution of the Senate directing an inquiry 
into an assault made by me on the 22d instant on aSenator 
from Massachusetts. 

itis with unfeigned regret I find in the report that what 
I had intended onl¥ as a redress of a personal wrong, had 
been construed into, or must necessarily be held as, a breach 
of privilege of the Senate. 

Whilst making a full and explicit disclaimer of any such 
design or purpose, Ll ask leave to say that, for the oceasion 
considering myself only as a gentleman in society, and 
under no official restraint as a member of the House of 
Representatives, I did not advert to, or consider there was, 
any alternative or restraint imposed upon me by reason 
that the offense came from a member of the Senate. 

I had read attentively and carefully the speech delivered 
in the Senate on the 19th and 20th instant by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and found therein language which I 
regarded as unjustly reflecting not only upon the history 
and character of South Carolina, but also upon a friend and 
relative. To such language I thought I had a right to take 
exception under the circumstances, the Senator trom South 
Carolina, who was affected by these remarks, being absent 
from the Senate and the city. 

I had reason to believe that the Senator from Massachu 
setts did not acknowledge that personal responsibility for 
wrongs in personal deportment which would have saved me 
the painful necessity of the collision which I sought; and 
in my judgment, therefore, | had no alternative but to act 

| as I did. 

That the assault was made in the Senate Chamber was 
caused only by the fact that, after a careful search else 
where, on the previous as well as on the same day, the 
offender could not be found outside the walls of the Senate 
Chamber, and the Senate had adjourned for more than an 
hour previous to the assault. 

I submit the foregoing statement from the high respect I 
have for the Senate of the United States, and ask that it 

| may be received as a full disclaimer of any design or pur- 
pose to infract its privileges or to offend its dignity. I cheer- 
fully add that, should the facts as reported by the commit- 
tee of the Senate be nevertheless necessarily considered as 
a conclusion of law, my earnest desire is to atone tor it, as 
far as may be, by this unhesitating and unqualified apology. 

Asking that you will oblige me by communicating this te 
the Senate as its presiding officer, I have the honor to re- 
main, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 

P. 5. BROOKS. 
Hon. J. D. Briaur, President of the Senate. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I move that the com- 
munication be laid on the table and printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I doubt the propriety of 
taking any action on that paper at this time. I 
do not know that I have any particular objection 
to its being printed; but sull i think itis just as 
| well that it should not be acted upon now. 

e Mr. BUTLER. It will be printed in the news- 
papers, I have no doubt. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Doubtless it will be printed 
in the papers, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then why not have it printed 
by the Senate ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. It is respectful in its 
terms, and there can be no objection to it on that 
account. Besides, there are many Senators ab- 
| sent, who have not heard it read, and it is proper, 

therefore, that it should be printed for their in- 
formation. It is not proposed to take any further 
| action upon it. 

| Mr. TRUMBULL. 
| Over. ; 

| Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that it should 
| 


I prefer that it should go 


be printed, that the facts may be known. The 
Senate has sent to the House of Representatives 
rivi- 
| leges, and I think the apology should go with it. 
However, if the Senator desires that it shall go 
| over, I will say nothing more than that # think it 


I || should be printed at onee. 
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Mr. ADAMS. As I understand the commu- | 


nication, it is a response to a resolution passed | 
by the Senate on a former day. It is addressed | 
to the President of the Senate for the use of the 
body. It is usual when communications are ad- | 
essed to the Senate to print them, that each 
Senator may have them on his table. This is a 
full disclaimer, as I understand it, of any inten- 
tional infringement of the privileges of the Senate. 
I was not in my seat when the resolution referred 
to was passed; if I had been I should have felt it 
to be my duty to call the attention of the Senate 
to what I understand to be the power of legisla- 
tive bodies to protect themselves. I have been 
called upon in other circumstances to exercise the 
power of protecting courts; and my opinion is, 
that the courts ef the country have as ample 
power as the Legislature for the protection of 
themselves and of their business. I have no ques- 
tion of the power of the Senate, or the House of 
Representatives, to preserve order, and to pro- 
tect itself; but the moment it adjourns it has no 
more power to punish a contempt against this 
body by violating the personal rights of a Sena- 
tor, than it would have if a Senator should be 
assaulted in his own State after the adjournment 
of one session and the next meeting of Congress. 
In my opinion the courts of the country have 
jurisdiction over it; and if a member’srights have 
been violated the courts have awple power to 
punish; but I am clearly of opinion that neither 
the Senate nor the House of Representatives has | 
any jurisdiction over any violation of the per- 
{ rights of a member when the House of 
which he isa member is notin session. I should | 
have expressed these views if I had been in my 
seat when the resolution was passed, deciaring 
the occurrence referred to a breach of the privi- 
leges of the Senate. It was not an occurrence 
over which either’ the Senate or the House of 
Representatives has jurisdiction. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on the motion to print. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Does it not necessarily | 
go over when objection is made? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not necessa- | 
rily, the Chair thinks. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know that I shall 
ultimately object to this motion, but it has come 
in suddenly and unexpectedly. I am very glad 
that the person who has sent us this communica- | 
tion has thought proper to make an apology of | 
that kind; but I prefer that no action should be | 
taken upon it at this time. It is adelicate matter, 
and, without wishing to state any reasons that | 
may provoke a reply, | prefer that it should go | 
over. 
Mr. HUNTER. I will suggest, as the party 
who sends this communication to the Senate, is | 
on trial before the House of Representatives, that 
yerhaps it is just that he should there have the 
benefit of this paper as his apology to the Senate. | 
For that reason it seems to me there can be no | 
reasonable objection to the printing of the paper | 
now. 
Mr. PEARCE. I suggest to the Senator from | 
Illinois that it is proper this paper should be | 
rinted now, for the reason that it is part of the 
Sletory of this transaction. The letter has been 
written, transmitted to the President of the Sen- 
ate, by him submitted to the body, and read in 
the Senate, and, therefore, without reference to | 
any opinion that Senators may have formed of# 
its character, it does appear that it should be | 
—- among the proceedings as a part of the | 
uistory of the case. We cannot separate it; and, | 
as we propose no further action upon it, we do | 
not commit ourselves to it one way or the other, | 
and hence it does seem that there is no impro- | 
priety im printing it, 
The motion to lay on the table and print was | 
agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. FISH, the Senate adjourned. | 











HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, June 2, 1856. 
The House metat twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danser Waxpo. 
The Clerk was proceeding to read the Journal | 
of Thursday last, when 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved that the farther | 
reading thereof be dispensed with; which ~~ 
tion was &greed to, 


THE 














ASSAULT UPON MR. SUMNER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The select com- 
mittee appointed under the resolution of the 
House, on the 23d day of May, 1856, to investi- 
gate the assault alleged to have been made, in 
the Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Preston S. 

3RooKs upon the Hon. Cuarves Sumner, and to 

whom the House referred the proceedings of the 
Senate upon the same subject, are ready to make 
areport. There is a eee and a minority 
report. I send to the Chair the proceedings of 
the Senate referred to that committee with the 
report of the ey. Under the resolution 
passed by the House on Thursday last, the re- 
port is to be laid upon the Speaker’s table, and 
wrinted. I do not propose to read the report un- 
Sen it is desired. 

Mr. C. then sent up to the Speaker’s table the 
majority report, and the journal of the commit- 
tee, including the testimony. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I hold in my hand 
the minority report of that committee, and I sup- 
poet that, under the ogder of the House, made 
ast Thursday, all that™!s necessary to be done 
is that it be laid upon the Speaker’s table. It will 
be printed under that order. I send up the re- 

ort. 

The SPEAKER. The reports and accom- 
panying papers will be printed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. t capes that it is under- 
stood that the reports which have been made 
this morning, with the testimony and journal of 
the committee, will be published in the Globe as 
a part of the regular proceedings of the House 
to-day. I make the suggestion, that there may 
be no misunderstanding about it. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. ‘There will be no ob- 
jection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objection be made 
that will be considered as the understanding of 
the House. 


There was no objection. 


Reports of the Investigating Committee in the case of 
the assault on Mr. Sumner. 


MAJORITY REPORT. 


The select committee appointed under the res- 
olution of the House, passed on the 23d day of 
May, 1856, to investigate the subject of the 
assault alleged to have been made in the Senate 
Chamber, by the Hon. Preston S. Brooks, and 
other members of the House, upon the Hon. 
Charles Sumner,a Senator from the State of Mas- 
sachusettts, and to whom the House referred the 
proceedings of the Senate, announcing that they 


—a codrdinate branch of Congress—‘* make com- || 


plaint to the House of Representatives of the 
assault committed by one of its members—the 
Hon. Preston S. Brooks—upon the Hon. Charles 
Sumner, a Senator from the State of Massachu- 
setts,’” having taken such testimony as was access- 
ible to them, beg leave to make the following 
report, with the accompanying testimony: 

The committee, upon a full investigation of the 
subject, concur in the following conclusions, 
which the Senate seem unanimously to have de- 
clared: 

1. ** That the Hon. Preston S. Brooks, a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives from the 
State of South Carolina, did, on the 22d day of 
the present month, after the adjournment of the 
Senate,and while Mr. Sumner was seated at his 
desk in the Senate Chamber, assault him with 
considerable violence, striking -him numerous 
blows on and about the head with a walking 
stick, which cut his head, and disabled him for 
the time being from attending to his duties in the 
Senate.”’ 

2. ‘* That this assault was a breach of the priv- 

ileges of the Senate.’’ : 
_ 3. That ‘ the Senate, for a breach of its priv- 
ileges, cannot arrest a member of the House of 
Representatives, and, @ fortiori, cannot try and 
punish him; that such authority devolves upon 
the House of which he a member,”’ and, there- 
fore, ‘* that it is not within the jurisdiction of the 
Senate, and can only be punished by the House 
of Representatives, of which Mr. 
member.’’ 

The committee therefore report back the com- 
plaint of the Senate, with the journal of their pro- 
ceedings and the testimony taken in the premises, 
pursuant to the resolution of the House. 


rooks is a 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 





June 2, 


The testimony discloses the following facts: 
On Monday and Tuesday, the 19th ak Se 


days of May, 1856, Mr. Sumner delivered a speech 
in the Senate, in reply to a Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Butler,) arid other Senators an 
authenticated copy of which is appended to the 
accompanying testimony, and forms a part of this 
report. 

t appears that, as — Tuesday, before the 
speech was concluded, Mr. Brooks took excep. 
tion to the remarks of the Senator; and that “ 
Wednesday morning, after the delivery of the 
speech, he declared to Mr. Edmundson, of tho 
Skates, by whom he was casually met, in the Cap. 
itol grounds, a short time before the meetings of 
the two Houses, that he had determined to punish 
Mr. Sumner, unless he made an ample apolog 
for the language he had uttered in his speech, and 
expressed a desire that Mr. Edmundson should 
be present as a witness to the transaction; that 
they thereupon took a seat near the walk leading 
from Pennsylvania avenue to the Capitol, ang 
there remained some fifteen minutes, awaiting the 
approach of Mr. Sumner;and he not making his 
appearance, they then proceeded to the Capitol. 

On Thursday morning he was again casually 
met by Mr. Edmundson at the western entrance 
of the Capitol grounds, on Pennsylvania avenue, 
a point which commands a view of all the ap- 
proaches to the Capitol from that portion of the 
city in which Mr. Sumner resides. Here Mr, 
Brooks informed Mr. Edmundson that he was on 

the lookout for Mr. Sumner, and again declared his 

purpose to resent the language of Mr. Sumner’s 
speech; and after remaining for a short period, 
Mr. Sumner not approaching, the two again pro- 
ceeded to the Capitol. 

After the reading of the Journal of the House 
on Thursday, the death of the Hon. Mr. Miller, 
of Missouri, was announced, addresses delivered, 
the customary resolutions adopted, and thereupon 
the House adjourned. 

When the message was received by the Senate 
from the House, announcing the death of Mr. 
| Miller, a tribute of respect was paid to the de- 
ceased by Senator Geyer in an address, and that 
body thereupon also adjourned. Most of the 
Senators left the Senate Chamber, a few only re- 
maining. Mr. Sumner continued in his seat en- 
gaged in writing. Mr. Brooks approached, and, 
addressing a few words to him, immediately com- 
| menced the attack by inflicting blows upon his 
bare head, whilst he was ina sitting posture, with 
a large and heavy cane. Stunned and blinded by 
the first blow, and confined by his chair and desk, 
| Mr. Sumner made several ineffectual efforts to 
rise, and finally succeeded by wrenching his desk 
from its fastenings. The blows were repeated by 
Mr. Brooks with great rapidity and extreme vio- 
lence, while Mr. Sumner, almost unconscious, 
| made further efforts of self-defense, until he fell 
to the floor under the attack, bleeding and pow- 
erless. 

The wounds were severe and calculated to en- 
danger the life of the Senator, who remained for 
several days ina critical condition. It appears 
that the blows were inflicted with a cane, the 
material of which was about the specific gravity 
of hickory or whalebone, one inch in diameter at 
| the larger end, and tapering to the diameter of 

about five eighths of an inch at the smaller end. 
It is not too much to say that the weapon used 
was of a deadly character, and that the blows 
were indiscriminately dealt, at the hazard of the 
life of the assailed. 








The committee have extended to the parties 
| implicated the fullest facilities for taking exculpa- 
tory testimony. There is no proof to show, nor 
has it been in any way intimated, that Mr. 
Brooks at any time, in any manner, directly or 
indirectly, notified Mr. Sumner of his intention 
to make the assault. There is no evidence that 
Mr. Sumner ever carried weapons, either for the 
purpose of attack or defense; on the contrary, !t 
appears that he did not anticipate personal vi0- 
lence until at the instant he received the first bloy, 
and that he wasnot armed or otherwise prepared 
in any respect for self-defense, 

There is no evidence beyond the character of 
the attack tending to show an intention on the 
part of Mr. Brooks to kill the Senator, his expres- 
sions being that he did not intend to kill, but 
to punish him; but the committee cannot but re- 
gard the assault as a most flagrant violation, not 
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only of the privileges of the Senate and of the | 
House, as coérdinate branches of the legislative | 


department of the Governments and the personal | 


! 
} 
} 
| 
} 


rights and privileges of the Senator, but of the || 


rights of his constituents and of our character as | 
a nation. It was premeditated during a period 
of at least two days, without any other provoca- 
tion than words lawfully a in debate in the 
Senate Chamber, not ruled out of order by the 
President of the Senate, nor objected to by any 
Senator as violative of the rules established for 
the government and order of that ane 
The act cannot, therefore, be regarded by the | 


committee otherwise than as an aggravated as- || 


sault upon the inestimable right of freedom of || 
speech guarantied by the Constitution. It asserts || 


for physical force a prerogative over governments, 
constitutions, and laws; and, if carried to its ulti- 
mate consequences, must result in anarchy, and 
pring inits train all the evils of a‘‘reign of ter- | 
ror.” 

The committee therefore, in conformity to the 
spirit of the resolution of the House, and their 
sense of public duty, are constrained to recom- 
mend to the House the passage of such a resolu- 
tion as will vindicate its own character and re- 
buke the member who has, so unhappily for 
himself and the country, perpetrated this great 
wrong. 

The committee do not discuss the powers of 
the House to punish its disorderly members, nor | 
do they undertake to argue the general question | 
as to what constitutes a breach of privilege. The | 
passage of the resolution raising the committee 
is regarded as a declaration on the part of the 
House of its power to call its members to account | 
for such acts as violate the privileges of the Sen- | 
ate. This assault having been committed by a | 
member upon a Senator ‘* whilst remaining in his 
seat in the Senate Chamber in the performance 
of the duties pertaining to his official station,”’ 
and for words there spoken in debate, the com. | 
mittee have no doubt of the right or power of the 
House to adopt the resolutions which they rec- 
ommend. 

No testimony has been taken, nor are the com- 
mittee aware of any, which shows that any other 
member of the House was either actively engaged 
in the assault or designed to commit any violence | 
upon Mr. Sumner, nor that any other member 
knew the ‘* precise time when”? or ** the place where’’ 
Mr. Brooks would assail him. It does appear, 
however, that the Hon. Henry A. Edmundson, 
of Virginia, and the Hon. Lawrence M. Keitt, 
of South Carolina, members of the House, had 
been previously informed of the purpose of Mr. 
3rooks to commit an assault upon Mr. Sumner, 
and that they anticipated that the assault would 
take place in or near the Senate Chamber about 
the time the occurrence did take place. Mr. Keitt 
was in the Senate Chamber and Mr. Edmundson 
ina room adjoining it at the time the attack was | 
made; and it is proved that Mr. Keitt rushed up 
with a cane in a threatening manner when the 
bystanders attempted to protect Mr. Sumner from 
the blows of Mr. Brooks, and that Mr. Edmund- 
son entered the Chamber soon after Mr. Sumner 
fell, 

The committee do not feel themselves justified 
in expressing the opinion upon the testimony 
that either of these members was a principal or 
accessory in the assault, but regard their conduct 
in the transaction—and particularly in not taking 
steps to prevent the perpetration of the wrong, or 
to inform the Senator of his danger—as reprehens- 
ible. The committee, therefore, recommend the 
adoption of the following resolutions: 


Whereas, the Senate of the United States have trans- 
mitted to this House a message, complaining that Preston 
8. Brooks, a Representative from the State of South Caro- | 
lina, committed upon the person of Charles Sumner, a 
Senator from the State of Massachusetts, while seated at 
his desk in the Senate Chamber, after the adjournment of 
that body on the 22d of May last, a violent assault, which 
disabled him from attending to his duties in the Senate, and 
declaring that the said assautt was a breach of the privileges 
of that body: And whereas, from respect to the privileges 
of the House, the Senate have further declared that, inas- 
much as the said Preston 8. Brooks is a member of this 
House, they cannot arrest, and, @ fortiori, cannot try or 
punish him for a breach of their privileges, that they cannot 
proceed further in the ease than to make their complaint to 
this House, and that the power to arrest, try, and punish, 
devolves solely on this body: And whereas, upon full in- 
vestigation, it appears to this House that the said Preston 
8. Brooks has been guilty of the assault complained of by 
the Senate, with most aggravated circumstances of vio- 
lence; that the same was a breach of the privileges not 


only of the Senate, but of the Senator assailed, and of this 
House, as a coordinate branch of the legislative department 
of Government, in direct violation of the Constitution of 
the United States, which declares that Senators and Repre- 
sentatives “ for any speech or debate in either House shall 
not be questioned in any other place :’? And whereas, this 
House is of opinion that it has the power and ought to 


| punish the said Preston 8. Brooks for the said assault, not 


only as a breach of the privileges of the Senator assailed, 
and of the Senate and House, as declared by the Consti- 
tution, but as an act of disorderly behavior: And whereas, 
it further appears, from such investigation, that Henry A. 
Edmundson, a Representative from the State of Virginia, 


and Lawrence M. Keitt, a Representative from the State | 


of South Carolina, some time previous to the said assault, 
were informed that it was the purpose of the said Preston 
8S. Brooks to commit violence upon the person of said 
Charles Sumner, for words used by him in debate, as a 
Senator in the Senate, and took no measures to discourage 
or prevent the same; but, on the contrary, anticipating the 
commission of such violence, were present On one or more 
occasions to witness the same, as friends of the assailant: 
Therefore 

Resolved, That Preston S. Brooks be, and he is forthwith, 
expelled from this House as a Representative from the State 
of South Carolina. 

Resolved, That this House hereby declare its disapproba- 
tion of the said act of Henry A. Edmundson and Lawrence 


| M. Keitt in regard to the said assault. 


| unable to agree with the majority of the com- || slavery since. 


LEWIS D. CAMPBELL, 
F. E. SPINNER, 
A. C. M. PENNINGTON. 





MINORITY REPORT. 
Mr. COBB submitted the following minority 


report: 

he undersigned, a minority of the select com- 
mittee appointed under the resolution of the House 
of the 23d May, 1856, to report upon the assault 
alleged to have been made be the Hon. Preston 
S. Brooks, a member of the House, from the 
State of South Carolina, upon the Hon. Charles 
Sumner, a Senator of the United States, from the 
State of Massachusetts, on the 22d of May; and 
to whom was also referred the message from the 
Senate on the same subject, finding themselves 


mittee in the conclusions to which they have come, 
submit this minority report as the reasons of their 
dissent from the repert of the majority. 
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It appears, from the evidence before the com- | 


mittee, that on the 19th and 20th of May, Mr. 
Sumner delivered in the Senate of the United 


| States, and subsequently published in pamphlet 


form for circulation, a speech from which we 
make the following extracts: 


“But, before entering upon the argument, I must say 
something of a general character, particularly in response 
to what has fallen from Senators who have raised them- 
selves to eminence on this floorin championship of human 
wrongs; I mean the Senator from South Carolina, [Mn 
ButTer,] and the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dovetas,] 
who, though unlike as Don Quixote and Sancho Panza, yet, 
like this couple, sally forth together in the same adventure. 
I regret much to miss the elder Senator froin his seat; but 
the cause against which he has run a tilt with such activity 
of animosity demands that the opportunity of exposing him 


should not be lost; and it is for the cause that I speak. | 


The Senator from South Carolina has read many books of 
chivalry, and believes himself a chivalrous knight, with 
sentiments of honorand courage. Of course he has chosen 
a mistress, to whom he has made his vows, and who, though 
ugly to others, is always lovely to him; though polluted in 
the sight of the world, is chaste in his sight—I mean the 
harlot Slavery. 
words. Let her be impeached in character, or any propo- 
sition made to shut her out from the extension of her wan- 


For her, his tongue is always profuse in | 


tonness, and no extravagance of manner or hardihood of | 


assertion is then too great for this Senator. 
Don Quixote, in behalf of his wench Dulcinea del Toboso, 
is all surpassed. The asserted rights of slavery, which 
shock equality of all kinds, are cloaked by a fantastic claim 
of equality. If the slave States cannot enjoy what, in 
mockery of the great fathers of the Republic, he misnames 
equality under the Constitution—in other words, the full 
powerin the national Territories to compe! fellow-men to 
unpaid toil, to separate husband and wife, and te sell little 


| children at the auction block—then, sir, the chivalric Sen- 
| ator will conduct the State of South Carolina out of the 


| Union! Heroic knight! Exalted Senator! A second Moses 
| come for a second exodus! 





*¢ But not content with this poor menace, which we have 
been twice told was ‘ measured,’ the Senator, in the unre- 
strained chivalry of his nature, has undertaken to apply 
opprobrious words to those who differ from him on this 
floor. He calls them ‘ sectional and fanatical ;’ and oppo- 
sition to the usurpation in Kansas, he denounces as ‘an 
vunealculating fanaticism.’ To be sure, these charges lack 
all grace of originality, and all sentiment of truth ; but the 
adventurous Senator does not hesitate. He is the uncom- 
promising, unblushing representative on this floor of a fla- 
grant sectionalism, which now domineers over the Republic, 
and yet with a ludicrous ignorance of his own position 
—unable to see himself as others see him—or with an 
effrontery which even his white head ought not to protect 
from rebuke, he applies to those here who resist his section- 
alism the very epithet which designates himself. The men 
who strive to bring back the Government to its original 
policy, when freedom and not slavery was national, while 


The frenzy of | 





|| I could be ex 


| sometimes of principle, sometimes of fact. 


| the diversions of scholarship. 


| fame, 
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slavery and not freedom was sectional, he arraigns as see 
tional. This will not do. It involves too great a perversion 
of terms. I tell that Senator, that it is to himself, and to 
the ‘ organization’ of which he is the ‘committed advo- 
cate,’ that this epithet belongs. I now fasten it upon them. 
For myself, [ care little for names; but since the question 
has been raised here, I affirm that the Republican party of 
the Union is in no just sense sectional, but, more than any 
other party, national ; and that 11 now goes forth to dis- 
lodge trom the high places of the Government the tyrannical 
sectionalism of which the Senator from South Carolina is 
one of the maddest zealots.” 

** With regret, | come again upon the Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Borter,) who, omnipresent in this debate, 
overflowed with rage at the simple suggestion that Kansas 
had applied for admission as a State; and, with incoherent 
phrases, discharged the loose expectoration of his speech, 
now upon her representative, and then upon her people. 
There was no extravagance of the ancient parliamentary 


| debate which he did not repeat; nor was there any possi- 


ble deviation from truth which he did not make, with so 
much of passion, I am glad to add,as to save him from 
the suspicion of intentional aberration. But the Senator 
touches nothing which he does not disfigure—with error, 
He shows an 
incapacity of accuracy, whether in stating the Constitution 
or in stating the law, whether in the details of statistics or 
He cannot ope his mouth, 
but out there flies a blunder. Surely he ought to be familiar 
with the life of Franklin ; and yet he referred to this house- 
hold character, while acting as agent of our fathers in Eng- 
land, as above suspicion ; and this was done that he might 
give point to a false contrast with the agent of Kansas— 
not knowing that, however they may differ in genius and 

Or experience they are alike: that Franklin, 
when intrusted with the petition of Massachusetts Bay, 


| was assaulted by a foul-mouthed speaker, where he could 


not be heard in defense, and denounced as a ‘ thief)’ even 
as the agent of Kansas has been assaulted on this floor 
and denounced asa ‘forger.’ And let not the vanity of 
the Senator be inspired by the parallel with the British 
statesman of that day; for it is only in hostility to freedom 


| that any parallel can be recognized.” 


** But it is against the people of Kansas that the senai- 
bilities of the Senator are particularly aroused. Coming, 
as he announces, ‘from a State ’—ay, sir, from Sout 


| Carolina—he turns with lordly disgust from this newty- 


formed community, which he will not recognize even as 
‘a body-politic.? Pray, sir, by what title does he indulge 
in this egotism? Has he read the history of “the State’ 
which he represents? He cannot surely have forgotten its 
shameful imbecility from slavery, confessed throughout the 
Revolution, followed by its more shameful assumptions for 
He cannot have forgotten its wretched per- 
sistence in the slave trade as the very apple of its eye, and 
the condition of its participation in the Union. He cannot 
have forgotten its Constitution, which is Republican only 
in name, confirming power in the hands of the few, and 
founding the qualifications of its legislators on ‘a settled 
freehold estate or ten negroes.’ And yet the Senator, to 
whom ‘that “State’ has in part committed the guardian- 
ship of its good name, instead of moving, with backward 
treading steps, to cover its nakedness, rushes forward, in 


| the very ecstacy of madness, to expose it, by provoking a 


comparison with Kansas. South Carolina is old; Kansas 
is young. South Carolina counts by centuries, where Kan- 
sas counts by years. But a beneficent example may be 
born in a day; and I venture to say, that against the two 
centuries of the older ‘ State,’ may be already set the two 
years of trial, evolving corresponding virtue, in the younger 
community. In the one, is the long wail of slavery ; in the 
other, the hymns of freedom. 

“And if we glance at special achievements, it will be 
difficult to find anything in the history of South Carolina 


| which presents so much of heroic spirit in an heroic ejuse 


as appears in that repulse of the Missouri invaders by the 
beleaguered town ot Lawrence, where even the women 
gave their effective efforts to freedom. The matrons of 
Rome, who poured their jewels into the treasury for the 


| public defense ; the wives of Prussia, who, with delicate 


fingers, clothed their defenders against French invasion ; 
the mothers of our own Revolution, who sent forth their 
sons, covered over with prayers and blessings, to combat for 
human rights, did nothing of self-sacrifice truer than did 
these women on this occasion. Were the whole history of 
South Carolina blotted out of existence, from its very be- 
ginning down to the day of the last election of the Senator 
to his present seat on this floor, civilization might lose— 
I do not say how little, but surely less than it has already 
gained by the example of Kansas, in its valiant struggle 


| against oppression, and in the development of a new sei- 





| ence of emigration. 


Already, in Lawrence alone, there 
are newspapers and schools, including a high school; and 
throughout this infant Territory there is more of mature 
scholarship, in proportion to its inhabitants, than tn all 
South Carolina. Ah, sir, I tell the Senator that Kansas, 
welcomed as a free State, will be a ‘ ministering ange? to 
the Republic, when South Carolina, in the cloak of dark- 
ness which she hugs, ‘ lies howling.’ ” 


These extracts contain language, which, in the 
opinion of Mr. Brooks, was insulting to the State 


| of South Carolina, which he, in part, represented, 
| and personally offensive to Senator Butler, of the 


same State, his relative and kinsman, and who 
was absent from the city at the time of the deliv- 
ery of the speech. On the 22d day of May, two 
days after its delivery, Mr. Butler being still 
absent, Mr. Brooks approached Mr. Sumner, in 
the Senate Chamber, after the adjournment of 
that body, and addressed to him the following 
language: ‘* Mr. Sumner, I have read your 
speech carefully, and with as much calmness aa 
pected to read sucha speech. You 


| have libeled my State, and slandered my relation, 
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questioned by any one that neither these three 
dovarwhents combined, nor any one of them 
alone, can exercise any power which is not de- 
rived from the Constitution. We hold that the 
privileges of the Senate and of the House must 
te looked for in the same instrument, and that 
none exist except those which are expressly de- 
clared in the Constitution, or set forth in some 
law passed in pursuance thereof, or some rule 
adopted, under the authority of the same. It 
would be strange indeed if the framers of the 
Constitution should have denied to all the De- 
partments of the Government collectively, as 
well as to each individually, the exercise of any 
other“than the powers expressly delegated to 
them, and yetshould have left to the two Houses, 
the right to claim and exercise privileges inde- 
pendent of the grants of the Constitution. 
Congress can pass no law subjecting any citi- 
zen to punishment, unless it shall be in pursuance 
of a power delegated by the Constitution; nor can 
the-Executive exercise any authority, unless it be 
derived from the same source. If, however, we 
are permitted to look for the privileges of the 
Senate and of the House to some other quarter 


than to the Constitution, it would present the | 


strange anomaly of denying to the two bodies in 
their legislative capacity the exercise of inherent 
or inferential powers, affecting the liberty of the 
citizen, and yet granting to either one, in its sep- 
urate position, the exercise of such a power. It 
would seem necessary only to state the proposi- 
tion, and that its bare statement would carry with 
it its own refutation. 

It is claimed that the Senate and House each 
possesses the inherent right to declare what its 
privileges are, and to punish for the violation of 
them. 
has the power to declare that an act committed 
to-day, which is in violation of no provision of 
the Constitution, no law of the land 


tute either House of Congress a legislative, judi- || 


cial, and an executive power combined; having 
the power of a Legislature to pass the law, the 
power of a judge to expound it, and the power 
to execute it. A more perfect despetism never 
has and never can exist than—if such be the 
fact—does exist in either branch of Congress. 
To appreciate properly the enormity of this 
power and the abuse to which its exercise might 
ead, itis only necessary to add, that from the 
very nature of the case this law, thus made, and 
thus enforced, is an ex post facto law, directly vio- 
letive of the letter of the Constitution and repug- 


nent to the whole spirit of our American institu- 
tions, 


We are directed by the advocates of these | 


privileges to the parliamentary law of England, 
as the source from which they are derived. We 


if this doctrine be true, then the House | 


, no rule of | 


from an able minority reper presented to this | 


House in 1828, by Hon. P. P. Barbour, of Vir- 


ginia, in which a few of these precedents have | 
been collected: 


** A man by the name of Cranfield was fined £500 each 
to four members whom he had slandered. Lord Saville 


| was committed to the Tower for refusing to name the per- 


son who had written a letter to him, which Parliament had 
thought treacherous. In 1547, an order was made for sev- 
eral members of the House to take some of the deputies of 
the sergeant-at-arms, and to break open the doors and seize 
the trunks and papers of one Captain Vernon. 


** In 1654, a schoolmaster was examined for an Arian || 


book ; the book was burned by the hands of the hangman. 
He was confined in Newgate, and then banished to the 
Isle of Scilly. There is acase which is remarkable for the 
caprice which dictated the punishment: two persons were 
placed back to back on a horse, and, with a label specifying 
the offense, made to ride in this manner round Charing- 
cross ; and that, too, for arresting a member’s servant, in 


violation of a privilege not now claimed. As, however, it | 


may be objected to some of these precedents that they 
occurred in bad times—that is, during the period of the Long 
Parliament—some more modern ones will now be quoted. 

** In the case of Shirley vs. Fagg, in the twenty-seventh 
of Charles the Second, the House of Commons maintained 
that an appeal taken from the Court of Chancery to the 
House of Lords, by Shirley against Fagg, who was one of 
their members, was a breach of their privileges. 

** In another case, which was an appeal taken by Crispe 
against Delmahoy, who was a member, they imprisoned 


the sergeants and barristers who had pleaded for Crispe, | 


tontrary to an order of the House, as for a breach of priv- 
ilege. 

** In the case of Admiral Griffith, a member, certain per- 
sons who had trespassed on his fishery were found guilty of 
a breach of privilege, and were ordered to stand committed, 
and were afterwards discharged, after being reprimanded on 
their knees, and payingthe costs. And even as late as about 
the year 1811, Sir Francis Burdett was committed to the 
Tower of London for a breach of privilege in writing or 
publishing a libel, as it was deemed by the House of Com- 
mons. In times more remote, judges were put in custody 
of the sergeant-at-arms ; and in one instance, Judge Berk- 
ley was taken off his bench in Westminster Hall, by the 
usher of the black rod, to the great terror of his brethren; 
but the instances quoted, of counsel being imprisoned for 


| arguing a cause, and persons ordered to be committed for | 
| an alleged trespass, are strong illustrations of the position | 
| that no man or set of men can safely be trusted with the 


claim to liberty is not a matter of right, but of sufferance.” 
And, for the purpose of more fully illustrating 
the extent and enormity of these privileges, as 
exercised by the British Parliament, we add to 
the foregoing collation a few additional instances, 
seen the number could be multiplied indefi- 
nitely. 
. dh June, 1626.—George Gardner, for scandalizing the 


Justice of this House, and for unjustly slandering the Lord 
Keeper, was ordered to stand in the pillory at Westminster, 


| with a paper on his head declaring his offense, and to ride 


backward, with the same paper, to the cross in Cheapside, 
and soto stand in the pillory there, and so to ride back- 
ward to the Fleet. And though the Lord Keeper did earn- 
estly desire this punishment might be forgiven Gardner, yet 
the House denied it. 

“12th June, 1628.—Ensign Reyndes, for ignominious 
speeches, and a contempt of this high court of Parliament, 
was adjudged ‘ never to bear arms, to be unworthy to be 
a soldier, to imprisonment during pleasure, to stand in the 
pillory, and to ask forgiveness, and fined. 








who is aged and absent, and I feel it to be my | cannot recognize that the privileges claimed and “Ist March, 1676.—Dr. Carey was fined £1,000 for re. = 
daty to punish you for it.” exercised by the British Parliament have been || pr etary his knowledge of a libel, and to be com. of 
He then struck Mr. Sumner with his walking || adopted into our system of government; and before || ra Poem satithe says the same. in 
age : y a oe , | . . 4 can . » 4095. ouse was informed that . 
cane, giving him repeated and severe blows. || the public mind of this ee acquiesces in such |) there was a paper délivered at the door, reflecting on th tic 
It appears, also, from the testimony, that Mr. a doctrine, it would be well to examine, with || House, by Robert Crossfield ; whereupon he was called in, T 
. Edmundson, of Virginia, and Mr. Keitt, of South || some care, the extent to which it has been carried || and ee —_ refusing to give the House an on 
3 Carolina, both members of the House, had been || in England, and the power which has been exer- | account who printed it, he was ordered into custody.” as 
i told by Mr. Brooks that he intended to call Mr. || cised by Parliament under its claim. Fromsmall || It isthus seen that the British Parliament, under al 
ey! Sumner to account for the offensive portion of the || and obscure beginnings, it has been constantly || the doctrine of privilege, exercised an unlimited th 
; i speech already alluded to, and did not communi- || Increasing and strengthening, until its exercise, power of fine and imprisonment, and in some of of 
Pl cate that fact to Mr. Sumner, or to any other \| even in England, has alarmed the apprehensions the cases cited have gone so far as to banish the m 
, person as far as the committee are informed; but || of a people less blessed with free institutions than || citizen from the realm. In other cases they haye of 
it, neither of them knew when or where Mr. Brooks || we are. | caused private dwellings to be searched, and with. 8 
x intended to execute his purpose, nor does it ap-|| _ In England the privileges of Parliament rest for || out other authority of law than that exercised b P 
a pear that Mr. Brooks had informed any other || their sanction and support upon the omnipotence || virtue of their assumed privilege, have seized n 
4 person of his intention. The question presented || of Parliament. It will hardly be contended that || and destroyed the property of the citizen. Wij Pp 
»? for our consideration upon this state of facts is: that omnipotence has been transferred with par- || it be contended that such powers can be exercised a 
mt Do these facts involve a breach of the privileges | liamentary law to our Congress. In England || by either House of Congress? If Congress de. ul 
of the Senate, or of the House, or of any mem- || these privileges are still progressing, owing to || rive its privileges from the parliamentary law, c 
ber thereof, over which the House can take any || the fact that they studiously reject all definition of | and that parliamentary law recognizes no other f 

‘ remedial jurisdiction, or for which it can inflict || them, the doctrine being that their ‘‘ dignity and || restraint except the wisdom an the justice of 
1% any punishment? and, if so, what course it be- || independence are preserved by keeping their || those who exercise the power, then it is for each ‘ 
a} comes the House to pursue in reference to the | privileges indefinite, and that the maxims on || House of Congress, at the time of the commission ‘ 
4 matter? - which they proceed, together with the method of | of any act which it may think proper to regard as : 
x Our first inquiry is: what are the privileges of proceeding, rest entirely in their own breast, and | a violation of its privileges, so to determine, to , 
the Senate, and of the House? Where are they || are not defined and ascertained by any particu- || declare that such act is a violation of its priy. 
i to be found? Ours is a Government of delegated lar stated laws.’’ 'ileges, and to inflict such punishment as it in its , 
* ewer. ‘The Constitution prescribes the duties For the purpose of placing before the House for || discretion may determine upon. ‘Fo this extent | 
i of the executive, legislative, and jada de- || their consideration some of the precedents of the || must the doctrine be carried if we look to that | 
4 partments of the Government. It ‘will not be British Parliament, we submit an extract taken | source at all, to ascertain the privileges of either | 
fe 


House of Congress. The whole parliamentary 
| law on the subject must either be repudiated or 
_adopted. If we adopt it, we have then existing 
in our country a body of men, authorized, after 
| the commission of an act, to declare that acta 
violation of congressional privilege, fulminate a 
| punishment for it, and execute the same; though, 
| at the time the act was committed, neither the 
ea committing it, nor the members of the 
body themselves, entertained the idea that its 
commission would be attended with such results, 
So monstrous a doctrine, in our judgment, cannot 
and ought not to be maintained. 

. We cannot concur in the doctrine-that powers, 
/such as we have seen, have been exercised by 
| the British Parliament, under the claim of priv- 
ilege, exist in the Houses of Congress. The 
framers of our Constitution manifested too much 
care and anxiety for the protection of the liberty 
and property of the citizen, to suppose that the 
intended to clothe each House of Congress wit 
such unlimited control over both liberty and 
| property. In express terms they declared in the 

Constitution that *‘ the trial of all crimes, except 
| in cases of impeachment, shall be by jury.’’ by 
| the fifth amendment to the Constitution, it was 
provided , that ** no person shall be held to answer 
for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless 
| on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, 
| except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, 





|| or in the militia, when in actual service in time 


| of war or public danger; nor shall any person be 
| subject for the same offense to be twice put in 
| jeopardy of life or limb, nor shall be compelled 
| in any criminal case to be a witness against him- 
| self, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, 
| without due process of law.” 
These provisions of the Constitution announce 
great and fundamental principles for the protec- 
tion of the character, reputation, liberty, and 


5 

i ¢ v | unrestrained power of judging and punishing in their own | property of the citizen. Our people have been 
i: the House, and which is therefore, so far as the || case. It is not sufficient to say that the House will not || accustomed to look to them with reverential 
oe citizen may be informed, innocent in itself, a vio- || iain ee ee tnce let oben a bet regard. The idea of depriving a citizen of either 
y lation and a breach of its privileges, and to in- || there is a contempt or breach of privilege, and to decide || Dis liberty or his property, or subjecting his good 
is flict punishment for the same. || both the kind ahd measure of punishment, without the || name to any unjust imputation, without ** due pro- 
i The admission of such a right would consti- || power of any other tribunal to relieve, then, the citizen’s || cess of law,’’ shocks all our notions of constitu- 


tional liberty. Neither the Federal nor State 
Governments, in the exercise of all the powers 
granted to them respectively, are permitted to set 
at defiance these plain and sacred principles; but 
it is maintained that congressioral privilege, more 

otent than all these, rises above the organic 
aw, and, planting itself upon the precedents of 
the British Parliament, carries in the bosom of 
members of Congress unknown and undeclared 
laws, which nome declared and enforced by the 
parties in interest simultaneously with the com- 
mission of the act. If this doctrine be true, the 


Constitution ought to read, that ‘the citizen 
shall not be deprived of property or liberty, 
without due process of law,’’ unless itbe necessary 
to vindicate the privileges of the two Houses of 


aren or some member thereof. PP 
e find, in the decision to which the majority 
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of the committee have come, in this case, a strik- 
ing illustration of the danger of leaving this ques- 


tion to the discretion of a majority of the House. | 


They have not only claimed the right to punish 
one of the members of the House for an alleged 
assault upon a member of the Senate, but they 


aiso claim that it is a breach of the privileges of | 


| 
I] 


the House for one of their members to be aware || 


of the fact that it is the purpose of any other 
member to call to account a Senator for a personal 
offense, and fail to disclose that fact either to the 


Senator who is thus threatened, or to some other | 


rson. Ifthe House confirm the report of the 


majority by the passage of the resolution pro- | 


posed by them, in reference to Messrs. Keitt 
and Edmundson, it will have solemnly declared 
tha while they are not accessories to the assault 
committed by Mr. Brooks—the majority ex- 

ressly relieving them from that charge—yet me 
em been guilty of the grave offense of a breach 


of the privileges of the House, in the fact that | 


they knew it was the purpose of Mr. Brooks 


to call Mr. Sumner to account, and perhaps to || 


inflict upon him the assault which he made, and 
failed to communicate that fact to Mr. Sumner. 


Although the punishment of these gentlemen, as | 
proposed by the majority, will not compare in 


severity with the cases which we have cited from 
the British precedents, yet we are dispoged to 
believe that the doctrine of privilege is extended 


in this case beyond anything ever claimed for it | 
arliament. Impressed, then, as we | 


in the British 
are with these considerations, and seeing the dan- 
gerous extent to which this doctrine has been 
carried in England, and the tendency of the public 


mind even here, when the cool judgment of mem- | 
bers is carried away and inflamed by peculiar || 
circumstances surrounding the case, we feel it to | 
be our imperative duty to arrest this doctrine in | 


its progressive course, and seek, if possible, to 
bring back the House to the path prescribed for 
itin the Constitution of the country. 

Another principle upon which this claim of 
privileges has been put, is the necessity of the 
case. The argument is, that, as there is no ex- 


press provision for protecting the two Houses of | 


Congress in the exercise of their legislative duties 
from interruption and disturbance, therefore, from 
the necessity of the case, they must exercise 
powers not delegated by the Constitution. We 
cannot see any ie reason why either House of 
Congress should derive power and authority from 
such a source which would not apply with equal 
force to Congress sitting as a legislative body, or 
to the Executive in the discharge of his peculiar 
duties; and yet, no one will contend that any ne- 
cessity can arise which would justify either the 
executive or the legislative department of the 
Government in the exercise of powers not dele- 
gated by the Constitution. 

If experience discloses the fact that some power 
is wanted to render efficient the discharge of their 
duties by the two Houses of Congress, which the 
wisdom of our fathers has not provided for, we 


offer the same reply to their demand for the ex- | 


ercise of additional power that we would make 
to the legislative, the executive, or the judicial 
department of Government, or to all of them 
combined ; and thatis, that no necessity can justify 
the exercise of undelegated powers. If the dis- 
charge of the duties imposed on you by the Con- 
stituuon require the exercise of powers other 
than those you are now possessed of, you must 
goto the source from which all constitutional 
power is derived, and seek that in an amendment 
to the Constitution, which you cannot obtain on 
the mere plea of necessity. If the Constitution 
is deficient, amend it; and if the law is defective, 
amend that. 

lt would bea strange reflection upon the wisdom 
of the framérs of the Constitution, to suppose 
that they had exercised so much care and caution 
in guarding the rights of the States, and the rights 
of the citizen against the usurpation of power 
upon the part of the Federal Government; and 
yet, while they manifested an unwillingness to 
trust any indefinite power in the hands of the 
three departments of Government, combined— 
they acting as mutual checks upon each other— 
they could have contemplated that one branch—to 
wit: either the Senate or the House—of one of 
these departments could exercise such powers as 
are now claimed for them. Yet such is the doctrine 


of privilege 
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We do not believe, however, that any such 
omission, as a failure to provide for the protec- 


Under this view of the question, no one can be 
at fault in knowing the privileges of Congress, 


tion of Congress, has occurred in the organization || and in conforming his conduct to their require- 


of our Government. It will be found, upon look- | 


ing into the provisions of the Constitution, that 
this danger has been amply guarded against with- 


privilege. 

We turn, then, from all those supposed sources 
of congressional privilege to the Constitution of 
the country, as the only source from which any 


power can be derived by Congress, or either | 


ranch thereof. The fact, that the framers of the 
Constitution guarantied in that instrument certain 
privileges to the two Houses and to the members 
thereof, is a strong, if not a conclusive argument 
that none other were intended by them to be ex- 
ercised—*‘ expressio wnius est adlesio alterius.’’ If 
they contemplated that Congress should look to 
the parliamentary law for its privileges, and the 
privileges of its members, it would have been 
worse than useless to have incorporated into the 
Constitution some of the privileges of Congress 
and of its members, which, in this view of the 
case, would have been already amply provided 


|| for in the parliamentary law. 








a 


The privileges of the two Houses and of the 
members thereof are distinctly laid down in the 
fifth and sixth sections of the first article of the 


| Constitution: 


‘* Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its own members, and a majority of 
each shall constitute a quorum to do business ; but a smaller 
number may adjourn from day to day, and may be author- 


| ized to compet the attendance of absent members, in such 
| manner and under such penalties as each House may pro- 


” 


vide.’ 
** Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, 
punish its members for disorderly behavior, and, with the 
concurrence of two thirds, expel a member.”’ 
“ ‘The Senators and Representatives shall receive a com 


| pensation for their services, to be ascertained by law, and 


paid out of the Treasury of the United States. They shall, 


| in all cases, except treason, felony, and breach of the 
| peace, be privileged from arrest during their attendance at 


their respective Houses, and in going to and returning from 
the same ; and for any speech or debate ins either House 
they shall not be questioned in any other place.”’ 

The powers and privileges conferred by these 
two provisions of the Constitution, in connection 
with the express. authority also given in that 
instrument, **to make all laws which shall be 


necessary and proper for carrying into execution || 


the foregoing powers, and all other powers, vested 


United States, or in any department or officer 
thereof,’’ will, in our ‘tolaseat, render unneces- 
sary, as it is clearly improper and unauthorized, 
to go back to the law of the British Parliament 
in search for peculiar and exclusive privileges. 
The power is Sees expressly given to each House 
to determine the rules of its proceedings, and to 


punish its own members for disorderly behavior. | 


How far they may go in the exercise of this 
power, in providing rules simply for the punish- 
ment of others than members of their own body, 
it is not necessary to inquire or determine. But 
there can be no doubt of the fact that, under the 
authority given by the last clause of the Consti- 
tution to which we have referred, Congress has 
power to provide by law for any and all contin- 
gencies that may arise; and having the power by 
the Constitution to punish their own members 
for such disorderly conduct as would disturb the 


| by this Constitution in the Government of the | 


deliberations of the body, and having power to | 
pass laws to protect themselves from all disturb- | 


ance or interference from other quarters, what 
necessity can there possibly be to go beyond the 
limits of the Constitution in search for other and 
higher powers than those expressly conferred ? 


nstead of being governed in our action by || 


precedents from the British House of Commons, 
we submit that it is more in accordance with the 


theory of our Government, and more consonant | 
with the sentiment of the American people, that | 


no citizen shall be subjected to any punishment 
for any offense whatever, unless that offense is 
known at the time of its committal to be a viola- 
tion of some existing law. If Congress feels 
that it is necessary to provide against any inter- 
ruption of its proceedings, its remedy is both 
simple and ample. Its deliberations, its rights, 
and its privileges, can be as well and as clearly 


designated by law as the rights and privileges of | 


any citizen of the country. 


ments. He has only to look to the Constitution 
and to the law of the land; and we do insist upon 


‘ th- || it that, if he finds no prohibition either in the 
out resorting to the perilous expedient of seeking | 


for remedies to supposed defects in the Constitu- | 
tion, in the undefined doctrines of parliamentary | 


Constitution or in the law, whether that law be 
passed by both Houses of Congress, or a law 
passed, in the nature of rules, by either branch, 
ne Ought not to be held responsible for the com- 
mission of any act which none of these provide 


|| against, 


We are at a loss to understand why it is that 
members of Congress cannot be content to enjo 
the same privileges and the same protection whic 
is guarantied to every other citizen of the land. 
We recognize no privileged class. Ours is a 
Government, based upon the idea of practical 
ony amongst all the citizens of the Republic. 
| The same Constitution and laws which protect 
the Executive—the highest officer of the Repab- 
lic—gives, not only to members of Congress, but 
to the humblest citizen of the country, equal pro- 
tection. We can recognize no further distinction 
than those which are expressly laid down in the 
Constitution itself. 
We now proceed to inquire, what privilege of 
the Senate, or of the House, or of any member, 
has been violated, for which this House has 
authority to punish, as disclosed in the facts 
which we have set forth in the commencement 
of this report? 
The first allegation is, that the privilege of Mr. 
Sumner has been violated in this: that he has been 
questioned for the delivery of a speech in the 
Senate, in violation of that provision of the Con- 
stitution which declares that *‘ for any speech or 
debate in either House they shall not be ques- 
tioned in any other place.” ,'This provision of the 
Constitution was evidently intended to protect 
members of Congress from such legal liability as 
they might incur for words spoken in debate in 
their respective Houses. It can hardly be sup- 
posed that the Constitution was providing against 
a mode of questioning which, in itself, even with- 
out such provision, would have been, not only 
unauthorized by law, but in direct violation of the 
criminal law of the land. itis far from being well 
settled, that this immunity from responsibility 
goes to the extent claimed for it by those from 
whom we differ in this matter. 
If members of Congress seek this shield and 
protection which the Constitution gives them, is 
it an onerous condition imposed upon them that 
their speech shall be proper and legitimate in the 
discharge of their constitutional duty? Oughe 
| they to be permitted to avail themselves of the 
position given them by a confiding constituency, 
to indulge in language and reflections in no wise 
necessary for the discharge of their official dety, 
nor promotive of the public good? And, even 
granting this right to its fullest extent, can they 
go beyond this exercise of speech or debate, and 
afterwards publish and circulate, in pamphlet 
form, libelous matter, under the pretext that it ia, 
in this published form, privileged speech or de- 
bate in Congress? Even the British Parliament, 
with all its disposition to protect its members, and 
under the doctrine of privilege to extend to them 
| powers and immunities, refused to extend the 
| doctrine beyond the strict limits of debate upon 

the floor of Parliament. The language of our 
| Constitution, in this respect, is drawn from the 

parliamentary law; and we suppose it will not be 
| contended that our members of Congress have 
| greater latitude, in this respect, than the members 
| of the British Parliament. 

We find this subject so clearly and forcibly pre- 
| sented by Justice Story, in his work on the Con- 
stitution, that we present an extract from that 


|| work in support of the idea we have barely in- 
| timated. 


Story says: 


} “The next great and vital privilege is the freedom of 
speech and debate, without which all other privileges would 
be comparatively unimportant or ineffectual. This privi- 

lege, also, is derived from the practice of the British Par- 

| liament, and was in full exercise in our colonial Legisla- 
| tures, and now belongs to the Legislature of every State in 

Jnion as a matter of constitutional right. In the Brit- 
ish Parliament, it is a claim of immemorial right, and is 
now further fortified by an act of Parliament; and it is al- 
|| ways particularly demanded of the King, in person, by the 
|| Speaker of the House of Commons at the opening of every 
| new Parliament. But this privilege is strictly confined to 
things done in the course 6 ae proceedings, and 


|} does not cover things done beyond the place and limits of 
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duty. Therefore, althougha speech delivered in the House 
of Teeans is privileged, and the member cannot be ques- 
tioned respecting it elsewhere, yet, if he publishes his 


speech, and it contains libelous matter, he is liable to an | majority of the body. Extend it beyond the | 
| oe of the session of the House, and it 


yecomes an unlimited power, operative, not only | 


action and prosecution therefor, as in common cases of 
be}. 

“ "and the same principles seem applicable to the privilege 
ef debate and speech in Congress. No man ought to have 
a right to defame others, under color of the performance of 
the duties of his office. And if he does so in the actual dis- 
charge of his duties in Congress, that furnishes no reason 
why he should be enabled, through the medium of the press, 
to destroy the reputation and invade the peace of other 
citizens. It is neither within the scope of his publie duty, 
nor in furtherance of public rights or public policy. Every 
citizen has as good a rightto be protected by the laws from 
malignant scandal, and false charges, and defamatory im- 
putations, as a member of Congress has to utter them in his 
seat. If it were otherwise, a man’s character might be 
taken away without the possibility of redress, either by the 
malice, or indiscretion, or over-weening self-conceit of a | 
member of Congress. 
Jearned reader, that it has recently been denied in Con- 

gress, by very distinguished lawyers, that the privilege of 

speech and debate in Congress does not extend to publica- 

tion of his speech. And they ground themselves upon a 

very important distinction arising from the actual differ- 

ences between English and American legislation. In the | 
former, the publication of the debates is not strictly lawful 

except by license of the House. In the latter, it is a com- | 
mon right, exercised and supported by the direct encour- 

agement of the body. 
tentive examination.”’ 
The suggestion of the differences between | 


English and American legislation on this subject, | 
alluded to by the learned commentator, in the | 

. - . | 
closing paragraph of the foregoing extract, does | 


not strike our minds with the same force that it i 


did his, and we pass from the further consider- 
ation of this branch of this subject, without | 
giving this distinction that attentive examination | 
which he has invoked for it. 

It was unnecessary, however, for us to have | 
considered this branch of the argument, as we | 
know of no authority derived either from the 
law, or the rules of Congress, or even from that 
uncertain source of power—parliamentary law 


protecting members of the other branch of Con- | 
gress in the exercise of their privilege. 
Each House must guard its own privileges and | 


rules for the declaration and protection of those 
privileges. Although we have been unable to | 
acquiesce in the principles of all the precedents 
which are to be found inthe history of Congress, 
yet we find it unnecessary, in the consideration 
of this branch of the subject, to assail any of | 


those precedents, as none have gone to the extent || 


now claimed—of one House assuming jurisdiction | 
over the privileges of the other, for the purpose | 
of affording protection to them. 


The only provision of the Constitution under || ; : eatin. | 
omy . . || 1s to pass upon the facts; and, having no juris- | 


| diction over the matter, should, in our judgment, | 
| remain silent. 
It will be seen, from the view which we have || 


taken of the Constitution on this subject, that we || 
; ton S. Brooks: 


which the power can be exercised, on which the 
majority of our committee have relied, is the one | 
already quoted, which declares that: 

** Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, | 


punish its members for disorderly behavior, and, with the 
concurrence of two thirds, expel a member.”’ 


It is a question which has been much discussed, | 
and one which itis important to decide correctly: | 
To what extent is the power given to the two | 


punish their members? ‘Taking the whole para- | 
graph in its connected sense, it seems to us that | 
it has reference to the House while in session, in | 
the actual discharge of its constitutional duties. | 
The power of providing rules for its proceedings, 
it will be seen, is coupled in the same sentence | 
with the power to punish its members for disor- | 
derly behavior, al 

rence of two thirds,toexpela member. If it had 
been contemplated that the powers conferred in | 
this provision were to be exercised to the extent | 
now claimed for them, they would hardly have | 
been placed in such intimate connection with the | 
simple power of providing rules for the proceed- | 
ings of the two Houses. We entertain no doubt 
that the whole of this provision looks to the | 
session of the House; to the providing of rules 
for its proceedings during its session; to punish- 


} 


would interrupt its session; and, where that con- | 
duct cniayiell to such an outrage upon the rules | 
and proprieties of the House as would justify it, 
to expel the member. 

To place any other construction u 


4 n this pro- | 
vision, would be to make the members of each |! 


It is proper, however to apprise the | Houses of Congress under the control and dis- | 


| House. 


House, and their moral conduct and deportment, 
subject to the whim, caprice, and discretion of a 


| during the session of Congress, but during the 
recess; to be exercised, not only in reference to 
the conduct of members when in Washington 
| city, or in the District of Columbia, but when 


they have returned to their respective homes, || 
y I > || and Means. 


and even when they have gone beyond the limits 
of the country. When 
limits which we have laid down, there is no other 
boundary short of congressional discretion. And 
we cannot believe that it was the intention of the 
| framers of the Constitution to place the moral 
| conduct and deportment of amuihies of the two 


cretion of a majority of either House. 


No one can foresee to what results such a dis- || 1856, Hon. Preston S. Brooks, a member of this Hou 


|| from the State of South Carolina, and other members, either 
have been vested in the two Houses of Congress? | 


| What object could have been contemplated by || UPOM the person of the Hon. Charles Sumner, a Senator 


cretion would lead. Why should such power 


| the framers of the Constitution? We can under- 


| stand ve eadily the i granting 
This reasoning deserves a very at- || , ay ® adily h propriety of granting to | 
| each House the right to punish its members for 


disorderly behavior during the sessions of the 


sity. 
House, beyond even the session of Congress, 


we can see no reason why either House should | 


take it upon itself to’review the conduct of its 


members, and sit in judgment upon that conduct. || 


Such unlimited power would not have been con- 


ferred by the wise men who framed our Consti- | 


tution, in such vague and indefinite language. 


Entertaining these opinions, we hold that there | 
| has been no violation in this case of the privileges 
of either House of Congress, or any member 


thereof, over which this House has any jurisdic- 





the power, with the concur- || 


j 


, ; . : || tion. 
—which requires the House of Representatives || 


to take upon itself the duty of preserving and || 


he o th | tional duties. 
Houses, by this provision of the Constitution, to | 


mitted is properly cognizable before the courts 
of the country, and we propose to dismiss the 


| subject to that jurisdiction provided by the Con- | 
stitution and laws of the country for its investi- | 


h | || gation. We hold it would be improper for the | 
the privileges of its own members, except so far || } oo 


as both may unite in the passage of Jaws or joint || 


{louse to express any opinion upon the facts, 
and we have purposely avoided doing so. 
case will undergo a judicial investigation, and 
that investigation should not be affected by any 


opinion which we _ entertain, either individ- | 


| ually or collectively. Indeed, it would seem that 
| the Constitution, in exempting this class of cases 


any action on our part in reference tothem. The 
| House ought not to desire to influence, by i 
expression of theirs, the judicial tribunal which 


do not differ from the majority of the committee 
upon the fact that the two Houses should have 
the power to protect themselves in their delibera- 
tions, and in the discharge of all their constitu- 
We differ only as to the source 


from which that power is derived, and the mode | 
in which it is to be exercised. ‘Those who claim | 
_ for Congress these peculiar privileges look to par- | 


liamentary law, British precedents, and the ne- 


|| cessity of the case, for their authority. We, on | 
| the contrary, look to the Constitution of the | 
country for the authority, and to the laws passed | 
| in pursuance thereof for the mode and manner of 
its enforcement; and it is for the House to say | 


whether it will rest its claim to privileges upon 
the one or the other of these sources of power. 


| Holding, as we do, that neither House has any | 


privileges except those which are written and 
declared either in the Constitution or some law or 


rule passed in pursuance thereof, and that the | 


facts developed by the evidence show no violation 
of any such written and recognized privileges, 


| we recommend the adoption of the following 
iplie’ ; '| resolution: 
ing its members for such disorderly conduct as | 


Resolved, That this House has no jurisdiction over the 
assault alleged to have been committed by the Hon. Pres- 





ton 8. Brooks, a member of this House from the State of 
South Carolina, upon the Hon. Charles Sumner, a Senator 
from the State of Massachusetts; and therefore deem it 
improper to express any opinion on the subject. 


HOWELL COBB, 
ALFRED B. GREENWOOD. 


you have passed the || 


For this, there was an absolute neces- | 
But when we go beyond the session of the | 


Whatever offense may have been com- | 


The | 


from the privileges which it grants to members | 
of Congress, contemplated the impropriety of | 
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June 2, 


Journal of the Committee of Investi ation.int 
conduct of Hon. Preston S. Raves, onde 
under the resolution of the House of Representa. 
tives, dated May 23, 1856, and testimony take 
before said Committee. 7 


Sarurpay, May 24, 1856. 


The committee met pursuant to notice given } 
the chairman, Mr. Campse t, at eleven 0’clock 
a.m., in the room of the Committee of Ways 













Present: Messrs. Lewis D. Campsext, Howe, 
Coss, Atrrep B. Greenwoop, ALexanper ¢ 


| M. Pennineron, and Francis E. Spiyner. 


The following resolution was transmitted to the 


| committee by the Clerk of the House of Repre- 


sentatives: 


May 23, Rs, 


On motion of Mr. Lewis D. CampBett, 
Whereas, it is represented that, on the 22d day of Ma 


as principals or accessories, perpetrated a violent assault 


of the United States from the State of Massachusetts, whilst 
remaining in his seatin the Senate Chamber in the perform. 
ance of duties pertaining to his official station : Therefore 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed 


| by the Speaker to investigate the subject, and to report the 


facts, with such resolutions thereto, as in their judgment 
may be proper and necessary for the vindication of the 
character of this House, and that said committee have 


| power to send for persons and papers and to employ a clerk $ 


also, to sit during the sessions of the House. 

Ordered, That Lewis D. Campsett of Ohio, ALEXANDER 
C. M. Pennineton of New Jersey, Howeut Cons of Geor- 
gia, ALFRED B. Greenwoop of Arkansas, and Francis £, 
Spinner of New York, be appointed said committee. 

Attest: WM. CULLOM, Clerk, 

On motion of Mr. Coss, the chairman of the 
committee was authorized to appoint a clerk, 

On motion of Mr. Coss, the chairman was 
directed to inform Hon. Preston S. Brooks that 
the committee is organized, and that the privilege 


| is granted to him of attending its sessions to pro- 


pound questions to witnesses, and also to request 
of him the names of such witnesses as he may 
desire to have examined before the committee, 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That, for the purpose of facilitating the investi- 
gation, the chairman request Senators, Representatives, and 
officers of either House, whose testimony may be desired, 
to prepare, in advance of their appearance before the com- 
mittee, a written statement of their knowledge of the facts, 
to be subject to such additional examination as the commit- 
tee may see fit to make. 


The committee then adjourned until Monday 


| next at one o’clock, p. m. 


Mownpay, May 26, 1856. 


The committee met, pursuant to adjournment, 
at one o’clock, p. m. 

Present—all the members. 

The chairman appointed F. H. Smith as clerk 


| to the committee. 


The chairman informed the committee that he 
had addressed the following letter to Hon. Pres- 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
WasnineTon, May 24, 1856. 
Sir: I have the honor to inform you that the select com- 
mittee appointed by the House to investigate the matter of 
the alleged assault by you upon Hon. Charles Sumner, on 
the 22d instant, have passed an order extending to you the 


| privilege of appearing before it during the examination of 


witnesses, to suggest such questions as you may desire to 
have propounded to them. 

The committee have further instructed me to request of 
you the names of such witnesses as you may desire to have 
subpenaed in your behalf. 

The first meeting of the committee will take place at the 
room of the Committee of Ways and Means, on Monday 
next, at one o’clock, p. m. 

I have the honor to be, sir, very —_ yours, 

LEWIS D. CAMPBELL, Chairman. 


Hon. Preston S. Brooks, Washington, D. C. 


The chairman stated to the committee that, 
having been informed that Mr. Sumner’s condi- 
tion was somewhat critical, he addressed him, 
through his attending physician, Dr. Boyle, the 
following letter: 

Mouse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wasuineton, May 24, 1856. 

Sir: I have the honor to inform you that the commit- 
tee appointed by the House of Representatives to inves- 
tigate the matter of the ee assault upon you in the Sen- 
ate Chamber by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, of South Carolina, 
and others, has this day 0! ized, and desires to ascertain 
all the facts connected with the unfortunate occurrence as 
speedily as possible. 

I am authorized by the committee to inform you that the 
investigation will be commenced on Monday next, at one 
o’clock, p.m., at the room of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and that you will be expected to meet it whenever 
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's Thursday, May 22, 1856 7? 
“This note is written in order that you may prepare your 
enoral statement in your own rooms, to be verified by your | 
L “ath and subject to cross-examination in presence of the 
committee. ‘ " i 
{pave the honor to be, sir, very truly, yours, &e., . 
LEWIS D. CAMPBELL. 





e 

le 

Wasuineton, May 25, 1856. 

Dean Str: Read the inclosed, and present it to Mr. 

cymner Whenever you, as a physician, deem it proper. 
« The sooner the better,” if you consider him in a fit con- 

y jitiontoreceive it. ; | 

° | have not seen him since I saw you dress his wounds on | 

r Thursday, and have heard rumors that there is danger of | 

t inflammation of the brain, &c. For this cause | deem it 

r iscreet to send this communication through you. 

t Very truly, yours, &c., ti, 

- : LEWIS D. CAMPBELL. 

' pr. BovLe, Four and-a-half street, Washington. 

. The chairman also stated, that he had addressed | 

. aletter, severally, to Messrs. Crittenden, Pearce, 

; Toombs, Foster, and Wilson, Senators; to | 

; Messrs. Morgan, Murray, and Edmundson, 
members of the House; to Governor Gorman, 

t 


of Minnesota; to Mr. Sutton, reporter in the 
Senate; and Messrs. McNair, Holland, and 
Hickey, officers of the Senate. The following | 
isa copy of the letter: 


} House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wasuinoton, May 26, 1856. 

Six: You are requested to testify before the committee 
appointed by this House, to investigate the matter of an 
' alleged assault by Hon. Mr. Brooks upon Senator Sumner. 
The committee will meet on Monday, 26th, atone o’clock, 
' p.m., at the room of the Ways and Means Committee, and 
would be glad to have your testimony at that time, or as 
soon thereafter as it may be convenient for you to attend. 

For the mutual convenience of yourself and the com- 
mittee, and with a view to expedite the investigation, the 
committee have directed me to suggest to you that the prin- 
cipal question which will be propounded to you will be 
such as to call for a statement of all the facts within your 
knowledge relative to the assault. If, therefore, you can, at 
your leisure, prepare it prior to that time, it may be the | 
means of avoiding a delay which might conflict with other | 
engagements. 

I have the honor to be, very truly, yours, &c., 

LEWIS D. CAMPBELL. 


The chairman laid before the committee the 
following reply of Mr. Brooks to his letter: 


Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, May 26. 
Sir: In reply to your polite note of Saturday evening, IT 
have to say that I know of no witness to the affair but Hon. 
Mr. Winslow, of North Carolina. 
Yours truly, P. 8. BROOKS. 


Hon. Mr. CAMPBELL. 


|| Morgan, of New” York. 





| the adjournment, I continued in my seat, occu- 
pied with my pen. 


close, | was approached by several persons who 
desired to speak with me; but I answered them 
promptly and briefly, excusing myself for the 
reason thatI was muchengaged. When the last 


tinued writing. My attentionat this time was so 
| entirely withdrawn from all other objects, that, 
though there must have been many persons on 
the floor of the Senate, I saw nobody. 

While thus intent, with my head ane over my 


yh 9 the front of my desk, so entirely un- 
observed that | was not aware of his presence 
until I heard my name pronounced. As I looked 
up, with pen in hand, I saw a tall man, whose 
countenance was not familiar, standing directly 
over me, and, at the same moment, caught these 
words: ‘*I have read your speech twice over 
| carefully. Itisa libel on South Carolina, and Mr. 
Butler, who is a relative of mine .”’ While 
these words were still passing from his lips, he 
commenced a succession of blows with 51 

cane on my bare head, by the first of which I was 
stunned so as to lose sight. 
assailant, nor any other person or object in the 
room. What I did afterwards was done almost 
unconsciously, acting under the instincts of self- 
defense. With head already bent down, I rose 
from my seat, wrenching up my desk, which was 
annedl the floor, and thes pressed forward, 
while my assailant continued his blows. I have 
no other consciousness until I found myself ten 
feet forward, in front of my desk, lying on the 
floor of the Senate, with my bleeding head sup- 
| ported on the knee of a gentleman, whom I soon 
| recognized, by voice and countenance, as Mr. 
Other persons there 
| were about me, offering me friendly assistance; 
| but I did not recognize any of them. Others there 
were at a distance, looking on, and offering no 
assistance, of whom I recognized only Mr. Doug- 
las, of [llinois, Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, and 1 
thought also my assailant, standing between 
them. 

I was helped from the floor and conducted into 
the lobby of the Senate, where | was placed upon 
asofa. Of those who helped me to this place, I 
have no recollection. As | entered the lobby, I 
recognized Mr. Slidell, of Louisiana, who re- 








time later, as I supposed, when I felt a friendly 





Mr. Pennincton moved that the committee 
proceed to the lodgings of Mr. Charles Sumner, 
for the purpose cf taking his testimony, stating 
that he had seen Mr. Sumner this morning at his 
room, and, finding him too unwell to attend the 
committee, had intimated that the committee 
might be willing to wait on him. 

Mr. Cops moved to amend the motion, by 


instructing the chairman of the committee to walt || 


on Mr. Sumner and learn whether he could not 
attend the committee at their room, and if not, to 


ascertain at what time he would be ready to pro- | 


ceed with the examination. 


Mr. Penninerton stated that Mr. Sumner had || 


informed him that he would be ready to see the 
committee at half past one o’clock, p. m., to-day. 

The amendment moved by Mr. Cobb was dis- 
agreed to, 

Mr. Pennington’s motion was agreed to. 

And the committee thereupon proceeded to the 
lodgings of Mr. Sumner; . Campbell having 
first invited Mr. Brooks to proceed with them, 
and Mr. Brooks having declined. 

Hon. Charles Sumner, sworn: 

Question, (by Mr. eet 


What do you 
know of the facts connected wit 


Chamber by Hon. Mr. Brooks of South Caro- | 


lina, on Thursday, May 22, 1856? 
-Inswer. I attended the Senate as usual on 
Thursday, the 22d of May. After some formal 
usiness, a message was received from the House 
of Representatives, announcing the death of a 
member of that body from Missouri. This was 
followed by a brief tribute to the deceased from 





the assault al- || 
leged to have been made upon you in the Senate || 


| grasp of the hand, which seemed to come from 
| Mr. Campbell, of Ohio. 


Senate or in the lobby. 





atory of the committee, and offer it as presenting 
completely all my recollections of the assault and 


diately before or immediately after. I desire to 
add that, besides the words which I have given 
as uttered by my assailant, I have an indistinct 
recollection of the words ‘‘ old man;’’ but these 
are so enveloped in the mist which ensued from 
the first blow, that Iam not sure whether they 
were uttered or not. 


| the Senate before this occurrence took place? 
Answer. I am very much at a loss to say 
whether it was half an hour or fifteen minutes; 


an hour, more or less; perhaps not more than 
fifteen minutes. 


not even of time. 





| finished the sentence ? 


have stated. 


| 
| 





| _ Instead of leaving the Chamber with the rest on | 


writing, I was addressed by a person who had | 


I no longer saw my | 


treated; but I recognized no one else until some | 


I have a vague impres- | 
sion that Mr. Bright, President of the Senate, | 
spoke to me while I was lying on thie floor of the 


I make this statement in answer to the interrog- | 


While thus intent, in order | 
to be in season for the mail, which was soon to | 


of these left me, I drew my arm-chair close to | 
my desk, and, with my legs under the desk, con- | 





1eavy | 


of the attending circumstances, whether imme- | 


he your attending ee ecu it prudent that you | Mr. Geyer, of Missouri, when, according to | 
J eo do, to testi ma | 

“a should cher authorized to suggest, in advance, that, || US@Se, and out of respect to the deceased, the || 

a- lak view to expedite the investigation, and to adapt the Senate adjourned. 

n weeding of the committee to the mutual convenience of | 

| re ombers, and the witnesses brought before it, you will || 
= valled upon to answer, in substance, the following in- | 

Ce | 

srogatory : = j 
oa What do you know of the facts connected with the 

y quit alleged to have been made upon you in the Senate 

ty Chamber by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, of South Carolina, on 


|} the words ‘‘a relative of mine,”’ 
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Answer. The blow came down with the close 
of the sentence. 

Question. Then the sentence was closed before 
the blow was struck? 

Inswer. It seemed to me that the blow came 
in the middle of an unfinished sentence. In the 
statement I have made I used the language, 
‘* while these words were still passing from his 
lips, he commenced a succession of blows.”’ I 
heard distinctly the words I have given; I heard 
and then it 
seemed to me there was a break, and I have left 
it as an unfinished sentence, the sequel of which 
I did not hear on account of the blows. 

_ Question, (by Mr. Campsext.) Did you atany 
time between the delivery of your speech referred 
to, and the time when you were attacked, receive 
any intimation in writing, or otherwise, that Mr. 
Brooks intended to attack you? 

Answer. Never, directly or indirectly; nor had 


| I the most remote suspicion of any attack, nor was 


I in any way prepared for an attack. [ had no 
arms or means of defense of any kind. I was, 
in fact, entirely defenseless at the time, except so 
far as my natural strength went. In other words, 
I had no arms either about my person or in my 
desk. Nor did I ever wear arms in my life. I 


have always lived in acivilized community where 


| wearing arms has not been considered necessary. 


| us are going home with you.”’ 








Question, (by Mr. Greenwoop.) How long | 
do you suppose it was after the adjournment of 


I should say ranging from fifteen minutes to half | 


Question, (by Mr. Coss.) Was the first blow | 
you received from Mr. Brooks, before he had | 


|| Question. My question was, whether a blow 


1 was struck before Mr. Brooks finished the re- 


\| mark to you which you have just quoted ? 


| 


I have already testified that I || 
was so much absorbed with what I was doing at | 
my desk that I took very little note of anything, | 


When I had finished my speech on Tuesday—I 
think it was my colleague came to me and said: 
‘*T am going home with you to-day—several of 
Said I: ** None 
of that, Wilson.’’ And, instead of waiting for 
him, or allowing him to accompany me home, I 
shot off just as I should any other day. While 
on my way from the Capitol I overtook Mr. 
Seward, with whom I[ had engaged to dine; we 
walked together as far as the omnibuses. He then 
»vroposed that we should take an omnibus, which 
| declined, stating that I must go to the print- 


ing office to look over proofs. 1 therefore walked 


| alone, overtaking one or two persons on the way. 


I have referred to this remark of my colleague in 
answer to your question, whether I had in any 
way been put on my guard. 

Question, (by Mr. Coss.) What do you attrib- 
ute the remark of your colleague to? In other 
words, was it founded upon an apprehension 
growing out of what you had said in your speech? 

inswer. | understand that it was. He has 


| told me since, that a member of the House had 

| put him on his guard, but he did not mention it 
| to me at the time. 
| therefore, I treated what he said to me as trifling. 


I suspected no danger, and, 


Mr. Coss here produced a printed copy of a 
speech purporting to have been made by Mr. Sum- 
ner, in the Senate of the United States, on the 19th 
and 20th of May, 1856, printed by Buell & Bianch- 


| ard, printers, Washington, 1856, and proposed to 


| receive 


ask Mr. Sumner if that was a correct copy of the 
speech delivered by him on those two days. 
Mr. PennincrTon objected to the question at the 


present stage of the investigation as immaterial. 


Mr. Sumner expressed his entire willingness 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Coss asked that the question should be 
decided by the committee. 

The question being put, ‘‘Shall the question be 

do it was decided in the negative—yeas 

2, nays 3; as follows: 

Veas—Messrs. Cobb and Greenwood. 

Mays—Messrs. Campbell, Pennington, and Spinner. 

Mr. Spinner stated that he should probably 
move a reconsideration of the vote just taken, 
refusing to make the speech a part of the testi- 
mony. 

Question, (by Mr. Penntneton.) Have youever 


| defied or invited violence? 


Mr. Coss asked for a division of the commit- 
tee on receiving that question. 

The question was received, all the members 
having voted in the affirmative. 

Answer. Never, at any time. 





| Answer. I have no recollection beyond what I | 





Question. State what was the condition of your 
| clothing after this violence, when you were taken 
| from the Chamber. 

Answer. I was in such a condition at the 
time that I was unaware of the blood on my 
clothes. I knew little about it until after [ 
reached my room, when I took my clothes off. 
| The shirt around the neck and collar was soaked 
| with blood. The waistcoat had man 
| blood upon it; also the trowsers. 
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cloth coat was covered with blood on the should- 
ers so thickly that the blood had soaked through 


on the inside. There was also a great deal of 


the cloth, even through the padding, and appeared | 


blood on the back of the coat and its sides. 
Question. Were you aware of the intention 
of Mr. Brooks to strike or inflict a blow before 
the blow was felt? 
Answer. | had not the remotest suspicion of 
it until | felt the blow on my head. 





Question, (by Mr. Campspett.) Do you know | 


how often you were struck ? 
Answer. I have not the most remote idea 
Question. How many wounds have you upon 
your head? 


Answer. { have two principal wounds upon my | 
head, and several bruiseson my hands and arms. | 
The doctor will describe them more particularly 


than I am able to. 
Question, (by Mr. Cops.) You stated that 
when Mr. Brooks approached you, he remarked 


that he had read your speech, and that it was a | 


libel upon his State and upon his relative. I will 
ask you, if you had, prior to that assault, in any 
speech, made any personal allusions to Mr. 
Brooks’s relative, (Mr. Butler,) or to the State 
of South Carolina, to which Mr. Brooks applied 
this remark? 
Answer. At the time my assailant addressed 
me I did not know who he was, least of all did I 
suppose him to be a relative of Mr. Butler. In 
a speech, recently made in the Senate, I have 
alluded to the State of South Carolina, and to 
Mr. Butler, but I have never said anything 
which was not in just response to his speeches | 
according to parliamentary usage; nor anything | 
which can be called a libel upon South Carolina 
or Mr. Butler. 
Mr. Pennineron moved to strike out so much 


of the answer just given ascharacterized, or sought | 


to characterize, the nature of the speech made by 


Mr. Sumner, to wit, the words: ‘ But I have | 


never said anything which was not in just re- 
sponse to his speeches according to parliamentary 


usage, nor anything which can be called a libel | 


upon South Carolina or Mr. Butler,’’ as imma- 
terial. 


The question was then taken upon the motion; | 


and it was decided in the negative—yea 1, nays 
4; as follows: 

Yesa—Mr. Pennington. 

Nays—Messrs. Campbell, Cobb, Greenwood, and Spin- 
ner. 

Question. Are those remarks in reference to 
South Carolina and Mr. Butler, to which you 
alluded in your last answer, correctly reported in 
the copy of the speech which I now hand you? 
ee to by Mr. Pennineton as immate- 
rial. 


The question, ‘* Will the committee entertain | 


the question?’ was taken; and it was decided in 


the aflirmative—yeas 3, nays 2; as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs, Campbell, Cobb, and Greenwood. 

Nays—Messrs. Pennington and Spinner. 

Answer. They are. 

[The speech referred to by Mr. Cobb is ap- 
pended to the testimony. See Appendix.] (‘The 
speech is a copy of that ned ts the Appen- | 
dix to the Congressional Globe, pp. 529-544. } 

The committee then returned to the committee 
room at the Capitol. 

Hon. Willis A. Gorman, sworn; 

Question, (by Mr.Camppeci.) State what you | 
know in reference to the assault alleged to have 
been committed upon Mr. Sumner by Mr. 
Brooks, of South Carolina, upon the 22d of this | 
month? 

Answer. After the adjournment of the Senate, 
I was in conversation with Senator Toombs, of 
Georgia, when I saw Mr. Sumner sitting at his 
seat writing. After a few moments’ conversa- 
tion, I saw a gentleman approach, whom I have 
since learned to be Mr. Brooks, of South Caro- 
lina, and seemingly ask some question or speak 
some words to Mr Sumner, to which Mr. Sum- 
ner seemed to reply. The words spoken by either 
were not understood by myself; I heard nothing 
but the sound of the voice. I was about twelve 
or thirteen feet from them. Immediately after 
the reply of Mr. Sumner, Mr. Brooks struck 
with a cane. Mr, Sumner then rose and at- 
tempted to defend himself with a deal of 
vigor. Mr. Brooks continued to strike very rap- 
idly, and with agreatdeal of severity. Mr. Sum- 








ner’s arms were elevated, and the end of the cane 
striking on the head nearly every lick. Mr. Sum- 
ner seemed to be attempting to get hold of him 
the first two or three licks, and Mr. Brooks came 
back until he pressed against a seat, and the seat 
fell over. In a very short time, the assistant 
doorkeeperI think it was—Mr. Holland—seemed 
to get hold of them. I rushed forward and tried 
to get hold of them, and Mr. Toombs also rushed 


forward. Atthat moment the parties were seized. || 


Mr. Sumner seemed to be in a fainting condition. 
He seemed to be sinking down upon the rise of 
the floor by the side of the aisle, in a faintin 

condition. His head was cut pretty fat 
thought, from the looks of it. Mr. Brooks 
stood about six feet from him, but did not at- 
tempt to strike any more. 


into a back room. There my knowledge ends. 

Question, (by Mr. Pennington.) How soon 
after the adjournment of the Senate did this oc- 
cur? 

-Inswer. I think about half or three quarters of 
an hour. That is, however, from hearsay. 

Question. How was Mr. Sumner engaged when 
you first saw him, when Mr. Brooks approached? 

Answer. In writing at his desk, leaning for- 
ward in a writing posture. 

Question. Were his legs under the table? 

Answer. 1 would not undertake to say. He 
was in the ordinary posture, sitting at the table. 

Question. Did any considerable conversation 
pass between them before the blow was struck? 

‘Answer. Very brief. A question and seeming 
answer, and the blow. The substance of no words 
was understood by me. All was said ina low 
tone of voice. 

Question. How many blows were struck before 
Mr. Sumner rose from his seat? 

Answer. I think but one. The very first blow 
Mr. Sumner rose and attempted to defend him- 
self with a great deal of vigor; putting his hands 
forward to get at Mr. Brooks, as I thought. 

Question. With clenched fists, or with open 
hands? ° 

Answer. I could not state that fact with any 
particularity. 

Question. How rapidly were the blows given? 

Answer. With remarkable rapidity from the 
beginning. 

Question. How many blows in all? 

Answer. From ten to twenty—perhaps more; 
but I should hardly think more than from ten to 
twenty. The stick broke, I think, about the 
fourth blow. 

Question. Into how many pieces? 

-Inswer. It broke off about from four to eight 
inches from the foot of the cane. 

Question. What was the size of the stick? 

Answer. I did not see it except as it was in the 
hands of Mr. Brooks. 

Question. Cannot you state about what was the 
size of the stick? 


Answer. I should suppose it was about one half | 


or three quarters of an inch in diameter, from my 
point of observation. 

Question. What was the material? 

Answer. Ido not know. I was not personally 
acquainted with Mr. Brooks, and consequently 


I did not attempt to make any personal examina- | 


tion of the stick. I did not feel of the stick. My 
attention about that time was directed in another 
quarter somewhat. 

Question. Are you certain whether the desk 
was pushed over in the effort of Mr. Sumner to 
reach Mr. Brooks, or whether it was in rising 
from his seat? 

-inswer. It was not the desk upon which he 
was writing. It was the desk the third down 
which fell over the one by the side of which Mr. 
Sumner fell. 

Question. Do you know what became of the 
desk at which Mr. Sumner was writing at the 
commencement of the assault? 

Inswer. If anything unusual it escaped my 
observation. 

Question. Who were present in the Senate 
Chamber when this assault commenced ? 

Answer. I saw Mr. Crittenden. He was the 
only gentleman that was known to me—standing, 
I think, at the door of the Senate, or near by. I 
saw one or two doorkeepers, or assistant sergeants - 
at-arms, and one or two strangers, who stood 
behind the President’s chair; they were unknown 
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Mr. Sumner was | 
taken by the officers, Mr. Crittenden, and others, | 















June 2 


to me; one of them was a man . 
with whiskers. " pag me 
eaten. Po ae know who he was? 
nswer. From information, I und : 
wa Keitt, = mang Carolina. oravand it way 
uestion. hen did you first im j 
Senate Chamber? . we the fe the 
Answer. About the time I went in 
had been there a few moments, perhaps. 
Question. Where was he when you first 
him: - 


Answer. Talking toastranger behi 
dent’s chair. 7 Get Lahn the Presi 

Question. Where did you next see him? 

“Answer. Near the scene of the fight. 

Question. Did you see him participate, in ap 
way, in the assault, or take any part in it? If 86 
state what part you saw him take in the ” 

Answer. ‘The same gentleman, I think, 
been since introduced to as Mr. Keitt, of 
Carolina, came forward about the time Senats 
Toombs and myself went forward to the Ginn 
with a small cane in his hand. He held jt lifted 
above his head, as if he intended to strike, 

Question. To strike whom? 

Answer. I do not know, nor could | tell; eyj. 
dently no one could tell, unless he had knows 
the circumstances. Mr. Toombs said, “ Don’ 
strike!’ and addressed himself to Mr. Keit; 
Mr. Keitt then put down his cane, and did not 
advance any further. 

Question. At what distance was he from Mr. 
Sumner? 

Answer. I should think about ten feet; not 
within striking distance. He was approaching 
the contesting parties wken spoken to by Mr. 
Toombs, but immediately put down his cane and 
halted. 

Question. What did he say when approaching) 

inswer. I did not hear one word. , 

Question. What did he say when he was told 
to stop? 

Answer. I heard him say not one word until 
after the transaction was over. I heard him then 
in conversation, but I did not understand the lan- 
guage, for my attention was occupied in trying 
to assist Mr. Sumner. 

Question. Did he exhibit any manifestations 
of anger? 

Answer. None that I could testify to, unless! 
could testify from my impressions, which I would 
rather not do, being an entire stranger to him. 

Question. Did he advance towards Mr. Sumner 
rapidly? 

Answer. He advanced towards the object be- 
fore him, whether it was Mr. Brooks, Mr. Sum- 
ner, or whatever it was, rapidly, and with a 
pretty determined attitude, if I can judge ofa 
man’s character by his eyes and countenance. 

I ought, perhaps, to make this explanation. 
The cane which he held up over his head he 
might possibly have held in that position in order 
to get over the desks, for he seemed to get over 
them with some rapidity. He might have held 
it up, possibly, to facilitate his passage; nor did 
I think anything of it until Mr. Toombs directed 
my attention to his somewhat belligerent attitude 
by telling him not to strike; then I thought | dis- 
covered a belligerent attitude. 

Question. Give the names of the persons you 
recollect seeing in the Hall at the time? 

-Inswer. I know of one or two other persons 
in addition to those I have mentioned, though 
perhaps I should not be able to give their names 
unless some one will prompt me. The reporter 
of the Senate was there. [Mr.Camppexy. Mr. 
Sutton?] Yes; that is the name—Mr. Sutton. 

Question. Were any other Senators there be- 
sides Mr. Crittenden and Mr. Toombs? 

Answer. One other Senator was there, who has 
since been pointed out to me as Mr. Iverson. 

Question. Was Senator Foster there? 

“inswer. I do not know him. 

On motion of Mr. Coss, the committee ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at ten o’clock, a. m. 


» or after | 


matter, 
I have 
South 





Tvuespay, May 27, 1856. 


The committee met pursuant to adjournment at 
ten o’clock. i 
Present—all the members of the committee. 
Hon. James A. Pearce, sworn: 
Question, (by Mr. Campse.u. 
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ee 


eommit e ‘ 
you do, state the facts within your knowledge. 


* answer. On Thursday last, after the adjourn- 
vent of the Senate, I was sitting in the Senate 
Chamber in conversation with Mr. Crittenden. 


: ssition of my chair being reversed I did || 
The positl 


. eee Mr. Sumner. I did not know that either 


nor 


| expect any encounter. While thus conversing | 
{ heard the sound of blows. om | 
my seat and looking in the direction from which | 
the sounds proceeded, I saw Mr. Brooks strik- 
ing Mr. Sumner with acane. Mr. Sumner was | 
vanding at his desk, and apparently clutching at 
the cane or at Mr. Brooks. Almost immediately 
passed from his place between two of the 


he 


d ° ° 
on the edge of the main aisle he sank down, 


whether from exhaustion or because of the ledge 
at the edge of the aisle Ido not know. No blow 
was struck after he fell, by which time some 
oficers of the Senate and other persons were 
gathered around him. Mr. Crittenden, who saw 
the affair sooner than I, and rose before me, got 
to the spot just as the assault ceased. It was | 
over ina very Short time. I heard Mr. Brooks | 
say, in reply to some remark or question, “I 
did not intend to kill him, but I did intend to | 





whiphim.”” Mr, Sumner was bleeding freely, || 


but | did not suppose that he was insensible. 
The stick used was an ordinary gutta percha cane 


and hollow, one piece of it which I examined was || 


five eighths of an inch in diameter; another piece | 
of it was near three quarters of an inch in diam- | 
eter. I saw no one but Mr. Brooks engaged in | 
the affray. I 

Question, (by Mr. Pennincton.) What was | 
Mr. Sumner’s position when you saw the first 
blow struck ? 

Answer. He was standing up, as I have stated, | 
neat his own desk, clutching at the cane or at 
Mr. Brooks. You perceive that I did not witness 
the beginning of it. All that has been said about 
his being seated at his desk when Mr. Brooks first 
struck him is'perhaps true. I did not see it. 

Question. Did you notice, when you first saw 
Mr. Sumner, whether his own desk was in its 
proper position, or whether it was overturned ? 

Answer. 1 think it was in its proper position. 

Question. Which desk was overturned ? 

Answer. I think it was Mr. Sumner’s own | 
desk. 

Question. Was that the only desk overturned ? 

Answer. I think it was. i we one or two | 
desks loosened in part from their fastenings, but 
Ido not think they were overturned. 

Question. What other persons than yourself 
were in the Senate Chamber when the affair 
occurred, so far as you recollect? 

‘Answer. That is impossible for me to answer, 
except to say that I was conscious that other 
persons were present; and [ did not know who 
they were until I had risen and looked about. 
Immediately after the assault took place, I rec- 
ollect [ saw Mr. Toombs, and Mr. Stuart, of 
Michigan. Talso saw Mr. Morgan, of the House 
of Representatives, on my right, passing rapidly 
to the assistance of Mr. Sumner. I saw Mr. 
Holland, the assistant doorkeeper of the Senate, 
who also went to Mr. Sumner’sassistance. Imme- 
diately afterward I saw Mr. Nicholson, the Clerk 
ofthe Senate. I also saw Mr. Douglas, though 
not until some time after the assault was over. 
Just at the close of it I saw Mr. Keitt advance; 
but not expecting anything of this sort it is im- 
peaenie for me to state the facts with precision. 

was in earnest conversation with Mr. Critten- 
den when I heard the sound of blows, and then 
my attention was directed to the parties. It all | 
occurred in a very short time—not more than ten 
seconds, I should think, from the beginning of 





i upon Mr. Sumner by Mr. Brooks? If | 


1. or Mr. Brooks was in the Chamber, nor did || 


Upon rising from || 


i.cks, one of which was upset in the effort, and || 


|| participating in the affair? 





the affair to the end. 

Question, (by Mr. Coss.) How long after the 
adjournment of the Senate did this occurrence 
take place ? « 

‘inswer. I do not know. 
twenty minutes. 

Question. Is Mr. Sumner’s seat, at which he 
Was sitting, elevated ? 

“Inswer. It is. It is the seat that I occupied 
or many years, and a very unfortunate seat by 
the way. “I had my head cut open while I was 


I suppose at least 


sitting in it, by the fall of an umbrella from the | Answer. I have stated precisely what I saw. I 


ery. 















Question, (by Mr. Pennincron.) In what posi- |} ward off the blow—I could not tell which. My 


| tion was Mr. Brooks standing in reference to || impression was that it was to ward off the blow. 
| Question. Was there anything more in the 


| Mr. Sumner when - saw the first blow struck? } 
“Inswer. I think he was directly in front of Mr. | transaction to give it the character of a rencounter 
or collision ? 


| Sumner’s desk. 
-Inswer. Nothing more. 


Question. Who were present when this affair 
_ Answer. I should think two feet—or perhaps a || commenced ? 
little more. || Answer. I do not know that I can recollect. I 
Question. Would it be possible for a person || had been in conversation at his seat a few minutes 
standing on one side of the desk to reacha person || before with my colleague in the Senate from the 
on the other side, for the purpose of inflicting an || State of Georgia; then with Mr. Brown, a gen- 
injury, except by some other weapon than the || tleman from Georgia, whom I had not seen before 
arm or fist? || since his arrival in this city. I had some con- 
“Answer. That would depend very much upon || versation with him. Then Governor Gorman 
the activity of the assailant. The person assailed || came up, with whom I had some conversation. 
could very easily get out of the way. The || I saw no other person who attracted my attention 
| proper course would have been to have knocked || at the time. I was standing nearly facing the 
the desk over. But I do not think the position || parties, they being a little to my right, and I pre- 
| would be near enough to fight very successfully, || sume I must have seen them an instant sooner 
| if the other was disposed to get out of the way. || than Mr. Pearce did from his statement of his 
Question. Do you know anything of the relative || position. I afterwards recollected seeing him 
specific gravity of a gutta percha cane and of a |} walkup the aisle; but there was nothing to attract 
hickory cane? my attention. Mr. Iverson and Governor Gor- 
Answer. I do not. | man were there. Mr. Crittenden and Mr. Péarce 
Question. How thick was the cane used by || alsowere there. They came up when Mr, Sumner 
Mr. Brooks? was in the mafn aisle. In the struggle Mr. Sum- 
Answer. It would be difficult to speak precisely. || ner had come two or three seats nearer the Pres- 
I do not think the hollow of the cane was exactly || ident’s chair than his own seat. He came around 
in the center. I should think one edge might || and sank down on the rim or edge of the aisle. 
have been one eighth of an inch in thickness, and || He was resting there when I got there. Mr. 
the other edge perhaps two eighths. There are || Brooks kept up his blows with great rapidity 
| fragments of the cane in possession of several || until Mr. iaknas sank on the floor. He was 
persons. I have one of them in my pocket. || not striking at the instant Mr. Crittenden came 
| [The witness here exhibited a small fragment || around near to the parties; and I came about the 
| ofa cane.] same time. I heard Mr. Brooks make the re- 
| 
| 
| 


Question. What is the width or depth of the || 
| desk ? | 


Question. How many blows did you see struck? || mark, that he did not intend to kill him, (Mr. 
inswer. It is impossible to say. I must have || Sumner,) but that no man should talk in that 
seen perhaps half a dozen, and heard some four || way of his State or his absent relative, or some- 
| or five more. || thing like that. I heard no conversation between 
| Question. With what vigor were they struck? || the parties. It was rather a silent affair; a ver 
| Answer. They were vigorously applied. | singularone. I did not hear either of them spiake 
| Question. How aimed? 7 a word before. It struck me that not one word 
| Answer. Chiefly about the head and shoulders. || was said. 
| They could not well have been otherwise. | Question. Did you hear a word prior to the 
Question. You say you saw no other person || blow? 
Answer. Not at all. 


Answer. No, sir. | Question. In what posture was Mr. Sumner 
! 

| 

! 


Question. Did you see Mr. Keitt in the affair? || when you first saw him? 

“inswer. I saw Mr. Keitt just at the close of Answer. He was standing on his feet, or im the 
soseperenely coming upin the midst of the crowd || act of rising. My impression is, that his desk 
which had then surrounded the parties. Mr. || had fallen, or was in the act of falling, when I 
| Edmundson I did not see until the whole affair || first looked around. I think he was standing up. 

was over. My attention was first attracted by hearing blows 

Question. Did you see either of these parties || struck. 
about the Senate Chamber prior to the assault? Question. How many blows did you see? 

Answer. They might have been there, but I Answer. I suppose five, or six, or eight. The 
did not see either of them. | were struck very rapidly. After his desk fell, 

Hon. Robert Toombs, sworn: Mr. Brooks had rather a better chance at him. 

Question, (by Mr. Campseti.) What do you || He was at a better distance from Mr. Sumner; 
know of the frets connected with the assault || but Mr.Sumner’s resistance was more ineffectual; 
alleged to have been made upon Mr. Sumner in || and he defended himself with rather less vigor 
| the Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, | than he had done before. It seemed to me that, 
of South Carolina, on Thursday, May 22, 1856? || with the first lick after the desk fell, Mr. Sumner 

Answer. I sawa part of the rencounter between || appeared to turn towards the main aisle. I think 
| Mr. Brooks and Mr. Sumner in the Senate || that lick was on his head. His resistance seemed 
Chamber. I was standing in the open space on || to be ineffectual. There was nothing more than 
| the right of the Vice President’s scat, in conver- || throwing up his hands. 
sation with Governor Gorman, of Minnesota, || Question. You speak of resistance. Was there 
| when my attention was attracted by the collision; || any resistance more than to ward off the blows? 
upon looking in the direction of the noise, I saw || Answer. Ido not know that there was. When 
Mr. Brooks and Mr. Sumner. Mr. Brooks was || I first saw them he was standing on his feet, anil 
striking Mr. Sumner with a cane, and Mr. Sum- || I thought seizing Mr. Brooks’s arm, or perhaps 
ner was either in the act of seizing Mr. Brooks, || to ward off the blow—I could not tell which. Mr. 
Sumner was facing me; Mr. Brooks had his back 
to me when I first saw them. I recognized them 
both the instant I looked up. 





or defending himself from his blows. I could not || 
at the instant tell what was his object from his || 
i] 
| 


motions; almost at the same insant I saw Mr. 
Sumner’s desk falling over, which separated the Question. Did you see Mr. Keitt? 
parties a little further from each other,and seemed || Answer. 1 saw Mr. Keitt when I got up near 
to give Mr. Brooks better play with his stick, and || the combatants with Governor Gorman; I went 
the next lick after that occurrence, was a more || up immediately. By the time Mr. Keitt had got 
effective one, broke the stick, and lessened the || to the aisle the blows had ceased. Mr. Keitt was 
resistance of Mr. Sumner. Mr. Brooks continued || there with, I think, a stick in his hands. He 
his blows rapidly with the part of the stick he || made some observation; I do not recollect what 
held in his hand, until Mr. Sumner sank to the || it was. He was standing in the aisle, and some 
floor in rather a sitting posture. He then ceased, words passed from him; I think they were ad- 
and some of the bystanders having by this time || dressed to Mr. €rittenden. Mr. Crittenden had 
reached the parties, took Mr. Brooks by the arm, || made some remark condemnatory of the fight, 
and led him a few paces away from Mr. Sumner. || which arrested my attention. 1 think the ex- 

Question, (by Mr. PenniNeron.) You called || pression by Mr. Brooks was in reply tohim. f 
this a rencounter. I want to know whether Mr. || heard some expression in the nature of a threat, 
Sumner did anything beyond self-defense ? but do not recollect what it was. 
| Question. Threats to whom? 

Answer. I think they were directed to Mr. 








saw Mr. Sumner attempt to seize the stick, or 
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Crittenden, though I cannot distinctly tell whethez | 
| The reason why I thought | 


to him or Sumner. 


he 
or something of that sort. 
Question. Do you recollect telling Mr. Keitt 
not to strike? 
Answer. 1 think I do. 


to strike. He seemed to be excited; he had a 
stick in his hand. 
Question. Was the stick raised ? 


Answer. I do not know whether it was raised 
or not. I had the impression that he was going 
to use it, or rather I was afraid that he might 
use it. 

Question. What was the position of Mr. Brooks 
when you made the observation ? 


Answer. He was standing in the aisle; Mr. Crit- | 


tenden was there. This excited conversation 
was going on; Mr. Crittenden made some such re- 
mark as I have stated. Mr. Brooks was standing 
inthe crowd. Then Mr. Keitt made some excited 
remark; what it was I do not recollect. I am not 
sure, 1 would not say that he intended to strike 
him. 


Question. Did you make the remark from an | 


apprehension that he was going to strike Mr. 
Crittenden, or Mr.*Sumner? 
Answer. 1 thought Mr. Crittenden. 
ner was ten or twelve feet away. 
Question. Did you not see Mr. Keitt approach- 
ing the scene of the assault until this remark was 
made by Mr. Crittenden? 


Mr. Sum- 


Answer. He was standing there when the re- | 


mark was made, and that was when I first saw 
him. Isaw no demonstration until that remark 
was made; I saw no attempt of his to strike Mr. 
Sumner, nor heard any threat of his to Mr. Sum- 
ner. 

Question. Had you seen Mr. Keitt in the Sen- 
ate Chamber before? 

Answer. | had not thatmorning. I did not see 
him until that time; [ saw nothing of him before 
the occurrence. 


Question. With what vigor were the blows laid | 


on? 


Answer. Mr. Brooks seemed to strike as hard 
as he could. 


was broken than before. 
the end of the stick was split. 


Question. Is Mr. Brooks a man of much size, 


or muscular power? 

Answer. Yes, sir; he seemed to be a man of a 
good deal of activity and strength. I should judge 
1e has both. 


Question, (by Mr. Coss.) What was Mr. Sum- 
ner’s size and appearance? 


Inswer. My own opinion is that Mr. Sumner 


was physically, at least, his equal. That was 
my judgment on looking at the men. 
Ican judge, Mr. Sumner is a man of fine phy- 
sique; a man of strong muscular frame and phys- 
ical power. I have buta slight acquaintance with 
either. 
about six feet in height, and Mr. Brooks about 
six feet and an inch. 

Question, (by Mr. Greenwoop.) How long 


do you suppose it was after the adjournment of | 


the Senate that this occurrence took place? 

-Inswer. My impression is, that it was about 
a half-hour; from a half to three quarters of an 
hour. I paid no attention at the time; but from 
several circumstances my impression is, that 
perhaps it was a little longer than a half-hour. 

Question. Were any others present, that you 
recollect ? 

Answer. Judge Iverson was sitting in his seat. 
Mr. Foster was there, and Mr. Stuart, I think. 

Question. Did you see Judge Douglas on that 
occasion? 

-Inswer. I did not see him at the time. 


coming in, The 
ante-room of the 


they were directed to Mr. Crittenden was, because H] 
had made some remark that it was a shame, | 


I thought he was going | 


| what I then had with him in the aisle. 


|| afterwards. 


| do not recollect seeing 


| seeing any. 
| desk was-overturned. 
| to the desks while they were looking for the hat || 
Ido || the part of any other person in the nature ofa 
|| threat? 


I think they were very decided. | 
‘They were very rapid, and as hard as he could | 
hit’”’'They were hard licks, and very effective. | 
They made a good deal more noise after the stick | 
They sounded as if 


So far as || 


I should think that Mr. Sumner was | 





I saw | 
him some little time after the difficulty was over. | 
'then saw Mr. Douglas, Mr. Fitzpatrick, and || 
Mr. Slidell, and, I think, two or three others || 
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Answer. 1 think so. They were then pre- 
aring to take him out. I could not be particu- 
Oe in stating the precise instant in which they 
came into the Senate Chamber. 
erally, that several persons came in immediately 


| after the occurrence; but before they came other 
| persons had rendered all the assistance that could 


be rendered to Mr. Sumner. Mr. Sumner asked 


for his hat, and several bystanders looked around | 
| among the desksand chairs for it. 
| I should suppose there were thirty or forty peo- 
| ple in the Senate Chamber. 


3y this time, 


Question, (by Mr. Pennineton.) Have you 
any knowledge of any premeditation of this act? 

Answer. None whatever. I never heard any- 
thing of it until I heard the parties in conflict. I 
never heard that it was in contemplation, or spo- 
ken of in any way—not even in the street—and I 
now know nothing about any premeditation. I 
have had no conversation with Mr. Brooks,except 


not seen him since. 
Question, (by Mr. Greenwoop.) You said Mr. 


| Douglas was standing in the aisle at the time the 


difficulty took place ? 

Answer. He was not standing there at the time 
the difficulty occurred. I did not see him until 
I have no idea that he was there. 
I was standing talking to Governor Gorman. I 
Mr. Douglas until after 


the difficulty occurred. I had been in conversa- 


tion with Mr. Iverson, Mr. Brown, and Governor || 
I left my colleague, and | 


Gorman, alternately. 
meeting Governor Gorman, I stopped with him 
to have some conversation; and while we were 


| talking this thing occurred. 


Question, (by Mr. Pennineton.) Was there 


|| any other desk overthrown than the one at which 
|| Mr. Sumner was sitting? 


Answer. Ido not remember. 
My impression is, that no other 
I noticed more inreference 


than perhaps I should otherwise have done. 
not think any other desk was overturned, though 
I am not sure about it. 

Hon. L. F. 8. Foster, sworn: 

Question, (by Mr. Campsett.) What do you 
know of the 
alleged to have been made upon Mr. Sumner, in 
the Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, 
of South Carolina, on Thursday, May 22, 1856? 


“Answer. I was sitting at my desk on Thursday || 
| last in the Senate Chamber, after the adjournment 
of the Senate, engaged in writing aletter. Accord- 


ing to my recollection the Senate adjourned about 
one o’clock. While thus engaged in writing, at 


| about fifteen or twenty minutes past one o’clock, | 
| my attention was suddenly attracted by a noise 
| partially behind me as I was sitting. 
| round to learn the cause, and saw the Hon. P.S. 


I turned 


Brooks, a member of the House of Represent- 
atives, striking the Hon. Charles Sumner, a mem- 
ber of the Senate, over the head with acane. I 
ran to the parties instantly, with a view to stop 


| the commission of violence; and got partly be- | 


tween the parties with my face towards Mr. 
Brooks, and my back towards Mr. Sumner. At 
about the same instant, one or more persons seized 


| hold of Mr. Brooks from behind, or standing by 
| his side, and turned him round, with his face to- 
| wards the front door of the Chamber. 


This 
stopped the blows; and I instantly turned to see 


| the condition of Mr. Sumner, and saw him nearly 


orostrate on the floor, supported by the Hon. 
Mr. Morgan, a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Mr. Sumner seemed nearly uncon- 
scious, and was bleeding freely from the wounds 
on his head. Mr. Morgan begged some one to 
call a surgeon, and the reply was, that one had 
been sent for. I ran for a glass of water; and 
when I returned with it, one of the pages had al- 
ready procured one, and was offering it to Mr. 
Sumner. It was suggested that it would be best 


| to convey Mr. Sumner to the ante-room and lay 


him on a sofa. Mr. Sumner seemed to have re- 
covered his consciousness; said he thought he 


had been, probably, in the | could walk; he also requested that the documents 
nate at the time of the diffi- || at his desk might be taken care of. He was taken 


culty. They came in immediately after the oc- || to the ante-room, where he remained till the sur- 


currence took place. 

Question, (by Mr. Coss.) Did these 
men come in after all the assistance had been 
rendered Mr. Sumner that was necessary? 


ntle- | 


| geon arrived, who examined his wounds and par- 
| ally dressed them, when he was removed to his 


lodgings. 
his is a brief statement of the facts which 


I recollect gen- | 








I have | 


I do not recollect 


facts connected with the assault || 


| them all the time. 


| know of the facts connected wit 
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fell under my observation. The transaction, . 
far as the infliction of blows is concerned, was of 
very short continuance. In a time of so oes 
excitement I should hesitate as to giving an o ~ 
ion for which I should claim accuracy as om 
precise length. I hardly think it could have : 
ceeded one minute. Mr. Sumner was in the ~ 
of rising, or had risen, when I first turned a 
head, attracted by the noise, and seemed vee 
or staggering under the blows. His desk was 
overturned—whether that made part of the nian 
which first attracted my attention, or not, I Guan 
tell. I cannot tell how many blows were struck: 
they were struck with extreme rapidity—perhap. 
as many as a dozen; but it is with no confidence 
that I speak of a precise number. 

Question, (by Mr. Pennineron.) How map 
blows did you see struck? y 

“inswer. I have already said that I could not 
form any positive opinion as to how many blows 
I saw struck. I could not state with any acey. 
racy at all. They were struck with eXtreme 
rapidity. [ think any one standing by woyid 
have found it impossible to count them. 

Question. Were they struck with very much 
force ? 


Answer. They were struck with violence; | 





| should think with as much violence as Mr. 
| Brooks could use, considering the elevation of 


Mr. Sumner’s position, and the rapidity with 
which they were struck. A man, standing as he 
did, and striking as fast as he could an object ele. 
vated as Mr. Summer was, could not strike with 
as much force as if he were lower and struck 


|| more deliberately. 


Question. Did you see any participation in the 
assault by any other person than Mr. Brooks? 

“Answer. I did not. My eye was fixed intently 
upon him, and if there had been others standing 
by I should scarcely have noticed it. My object 
was to get between the parties, and to stop vio- 


| lence. 


Question. Did you hear any expression upon 


Answer. While 1 was coming around to the 
arties, I think I heard broken words, something 
ike this: ‘‘ Let them alone;’’ *¢ It is all fair,” or 

something like that—broken parts of sentences, 

Question. Did Mr. Sumner strike any blows, 
or make any defense? 

Answer. [think not. His whole manner seemed 
to me like a person in convulsions; his arms were 
thrown around as if unconsciously. There was 
no resistance, as I should judge; I did not see 

From the time that I started 
until I got around to where they were—and I 
wentas fastasI could, it took me only an instant 
—they were out of my sight. That is all I can 
~ regard to it. 
on. Ambrose S. Murray, sworn: 

Question, (by Mr. Campsety.) What do you 
the assault al- 
leged to have been made upon Mr. Sumner, in 
the Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, of 
South Carolina, on Thursday, May 22, 1856. 

Answer. I was, on Thursday last, the 22d of 
this month, standing near the south entrance of 
the Senate Chamber, behind the screen, just back 
of Senator Clayton’s seat, talking to Mr. Mor 
gan and Mr. Simonton. I heard a blow or 
blows struck, I could not say which, and some 
rushing in the Senate Chamber. I immediately 
looked around to see what was going on. 
saw Mr. Brooks striking some person with & 
cane very rapidly. I ran back around the out 
side of the rail, around the Senate pamnge as 
and I saw Mr. Brooks continuing his assault, 
striking Mr. Sumner with a cane over the head 

and shoulders. Icame up the passage-way, and 
there were a number standing around. I saw 
nobody interfering to prevent the assault, oF 
actively interfering, except Mr. Crittenden. He, 
apparently, was trying to prevent Mr. Brooks's 
assaultupon Mr.Sumner. I immediately stepped 
up behind Mr. Brooks and caught him by the 
body and the right arm, drew him back, and 
turned him around from Mr. Sumner. I then 
turned around to Mr. Sumner. He was lying 
down, resting perdy upon one of the desks that 
had been turned over, seeming very much stunned, 


and covered with blood. 
That was the end of the assault, and all that! 
saw. There were a number of gentlemen pres 
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PEPE LICE NIE LITE SF mye Ain a 
ent. My opinion 1s that twenty persons, or up- Clerk’s table and up the aisle. ‘There were other 


wards, were standing around. 

Question, (by Mr. Campsett.) Will you name 
- cenger: I saw Mr. Foster, Mr. Keitt, Mr. 
Crittenden, and a large man, I think the Door- | 
Kee ver or Sergeant-at-Arms. Ido not recollect | 
any others now, except Mr. Morgan and Mr. | 
gionton. A number of persons, however, came | 
in shortly after. I think there were twenty or | 
yowards in the room at the time the occurrence 
took place, but I did not know them, or do not 
recollect their names. 

Mr. Brooks struck Mr. Sumner a great num- 
ber of times, I should think from ten to twenty. | 
jtwas done in very rapid succession. 

Question. Did he strike after Mr. Sumner was 
down? ~ 

Answer. I think not. When I came up Mr. | 
Sumner was reeling around against the seats, | 
backwards and forwards, and after [ pulled Mr. | 
Brooks back Mr. Sumner fell over. aa 

Question. Did he make any effort to strike him 
again? : 

“Answer. I caught his arm justas he was in the 
act of striking another blow. 

Question, (by Mr. Pennineton.) What. was 
the position of Mr. Sumner at that time? 

Answer. He was standing up, or rather ap- | 

ared to be reeling around, not defending him- | 
self atall. The blows were falling very thick 
upon his neck and shoulders. 

Question. When the last blow was struck, was 
he still standing ? 

Answer. He was not standing erect at any time 
after | saw him. He seemed to be reeling around 
avainst the desk. ‘There were two or three of 
them thrown over—two at all events, and I do not 
know but more. 


Question. Did you see any person interfere in | 


support of Mr. Brooks? 

Answer. I do not know that I saw any other 
person interfere. I saw Mr. Keitt standing near 
at the moment I caught hold of Mr. Brooks, but 
J saw no person trying to separate them except 
Mr. Crittenden. 

Question. Did Mr. Keitt interfere to prevent 
their being separated ? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. Did you hear any threatening lan- 
guage from Mr. Keitt? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question, (by Mr. Spryner.) At what time was 
the assault committed ? 

‘nswer. 1 do not know. I passed over to the 
Senate about the time it adjourned, and the occur- 
rence took place not very long after. 

Question. You stated that you went outside of 
the bar at the time the striking commenced, and 
went around, and that when you arrived Mr. 


j 
| 


| 
| 





Brooks was still striking? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Question. What was the distance from the point 
where you started ? 

‘Answer. Ido notknow. Isuppose about fifty 
feet. I went around as quickly as I could. 

Question. Butthe striking had commenced when 
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etme in the Hall; who they were I cannot say. || 
ly eye was upon Mr. Brooks and Mr. Sumner, || 
rather than upon others. Mr. Murray, who 
ao at the same time, and wentaround the out- 
side of the bar, got there the very instant I did. 
He caught Mr. Brooks by the arm while in the 
act of striking, and I sprung between Mr. Brooks 
and Mr. Sumner, and caught Mr. Sumner in the || 
act of falling, so that my being there at the mo- | 
ment saved him from falling as heavily upon the || 
floor as he would otherwise have done. The || 
blows came with great rapidity. I cannot tell || 
how many were given, but I suppose fifteen or || 
twenty, and possibly more. There were but few || 
persons in the Senate Chamber at the moment, 
that Lrecognized. Among others, I noticed Sen- 
ators Evans, Foster, Crittenden, Toombs, and 
Bright. I do not recollect now of any others. Of 
members of the House, Mr. Murray and Mr. 
Keitt were all I recollect of seeing, although oth- 
ers came in immediately after. I speak of the 
moment when the aude took place as near as || 
I can recollect, and judge there were twenty or 
twenty-five persons in the room at the time. || 
There might not have been quite as many, and 
ossibly more. At the time I saw Mr. Sumner, 
his head was down, and Mr. Brooks apparently || 
had hold of his coat collar. I know he had, a || 
portion of the time. He was standing directly 
over him. Mr. Sumner made no effort at all to 
protect himself; indeed he was reeling and stag- || 
| gering about; and when he fell was entirely in- 
sensible. He did not know me for some time. || 
These are substantially the facts which came | 
within my knowledge. Every effort Mr. Sum- 
ner made was merely spasmodic, and I do not 
believe he was conscious from the first blow. 

Question. Have you stated the number of 

| blows? 

| Answer. I cannot state the precise number; | 

| | should suppose there were fifteen or twenty; 

| there might have been more. They were given 

| with great rapidity, and in the excitement of the | 
moment it would be impossible to tell, for I started | 
upon a full jump. 

Question, (by Mr. Pennineton.) How were 1] 
the blows aimed, and with what vigor were they | 

laid on? 

Answer. Ido not think he could have given 
them with any greater force. I think he was ex- 
erting himself to the full extent of his power. 

Question. Upon what part of the person were | 


| 


| demonstrations. 


_1F 








Question. Where was Mr. Keitt at the time 


Mr. Murray separated Mr. Brooks from Mr. 
Sumner? 

-Inswer. I cannot say where he was at that 
moment. At the time Mr. Sumner fell, my back 
was partially towards Mr. Keitt. As Mr. Sum- 
ner fell, my back was turned towards the aisle; 
perhaps one foot was in the aisle, and the other 
upon the rise. 

Question. Can you repeat any language used by 
Mr. Keitt upon that occasion ? 

Answer. I cannot. 

Question. Do you recollect whether Mr. Crit- 
tenden interfered ? 

“Inswer. I saw Mr. Crittenden. He was the 
only person, with the exception of the reporter 


| or Clerk—I do not know which, but Iam inclined 


to think it was the reporter—who did interfere. 
He was apparently making his way to the par- 
ties for the purpose of making some effort at in- 
terference. Mr. Crittenden was making similar 
I did not see him take hold of 
any one, but he evidently was endeavoring to get 
the parties separated. My impression is that he 
did not take hold of either of the parties. 

Question. Were the demonstrations of Mr. 
Keitt, to which you refer, before or after you saw 
Mr. Crittenden and the officer of the Senate in- 
terpose? 

Inswer. They were at the same time. My im- 
oression is they were just atthe same moment. 
It was while I was passing up the aisle, or at the 
moment of my arrival. Of course it was all very 
quick work, and the occurrences were so rapid 
that all that was said and done was almost in the 
same moment of time. 

Question, (by Mr. Coss.) Did any one take 
hold of Mr. Brooks? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Question. Who was it? 

Answer. Mr. Murray. 

Question. No one else? 

Answer. I cannot say that they did. Mr. Mur- 
ray and myself arrived there at the same instant 
of time. I was nearest Mr. Sumner, and he was 
nearest Mr. Brooks. We started from the same 
point, but went different routes; he caught the 
arm of Brooks,and I the falling body of Sumner. 

Mr. Murray, myself, and other gentlemen, 
assisted Mr. Sumner to the ante-room, after sev- 
eral minutes during which he lay upon theé™floor 
of the Senate unconscious. His wounds were 
there dressed by asurgeon, and we again assisted 





| they aimed? 

Answer. Over the head directly; he was stand- 
ing directly over Mr. Sumner. When [ first dis- 
covered him he was standing, and Mr. Sumner | 
was sitting; Mr. Sumner had not risen from his | 

| seat; he was behind his desk; his head was lean- | 
ing forward. Mr. Brooks was standing directly | 
| in front, and hitting him over the head. 
Question. Did Mr. Sumner say anything? 
Answer. Ido not think he wiiel-« word; if 
he did I did not hear it. 
Question. What appeared to be his condition 
as to consciousness? 
Answer. I have no idea from his appearance, as | 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


you started, and was still going on when you || I recollect it, that he was conscious, and I thought | 


arrived? 


| of it immediately afterwards, and do not think 


‘Inswer. Yes, sir, I think two or three blows || he was at all conscious of anything. I judge so, 


were struck before I started. Limmediately looked 


around, and went to the place as quickly as I 
could. 


Hon. Edwin B. Morgan, sworn: 


Question, (by Mr. ae What do you || have done had he been conscious, and from his | 
2 


know of the facts connected with the assault al- 
leged to have been made upon Mr. Sumner in 
the Senate Chamber, by the 
South Carolina, on ‘Thursday, May 22, 1856? 
“inswer. I went into the deisetn immediately 
upon the adjournment of the House, on the day 
the assault is alleged to have taken place, the 22d 
instant. Lentered by the private entrance near 
Mr. Clayton’s seat, and was in conversation with 
Mr. Simonton and Mr. Murray directly behind 
the screen at the corner. After I had been there 
for a few moments I heard a noise, thumps, 
pounding, and rustling disturbance. I turned im- 
mediately, and there were, perhaps, two or three 
lows given witha cane. I stepped one step only 
around the screen, and saw Mr. Brooks in the act 
of striking directly over Mr. Sumner. I cried 
Out to those who were around to take him off, 
and ran as rapidly as I could, passing by the 


| among other things, from the fact that he made 

no effort to defend himself in any way—not even 
| to defend his head from the blows which were 
| being laid on, and which he naturally would 


general appearance. 
Question. Did anybody other than Mr. Brooks 


on. Mr. Brooks, of || take any part in the assault, as you saw, directly 


or by aiding and abetting it? 

Answer. | saw Mr. Keitt flourishing his cane 
| near him and uttering something, but I have no 
knowledge what. 

Question. State at what period you saw this. 

Answer. It was at the moment of my arrival. 
| Indeed I saw him on my way flourishing his 
| cane, but heard nothing he said. 

Question. Did any one else attempt to interfere 
when you were there? 

Answer. No, sir; there was no interference. 

Question. Where was Mr. Keitt standing when 
you saw him flourishing his stick ? 

Answer. At or near General Cass’s seat. He 
was, at that moment, standing still. It was at the 
time Mr. Sumner fell, or immediately previous. 





\| him into a carriage, when he was taken to his 


lodgings. His head bled profusely, and my coat 
and shirt sleeves were saturated with blood, while 
holding his head from the floor. 

Hon. Henry Wilson, sworn: 

Question, (by Mr. Camppett.) What do you 
know of the facts connected with the assault 
alleged to have been made upon Mr. Sumner in 
the Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, 
of South Carolina,on Thursday, May 22, 1856? 

‘Answer. | was not present. I had left the 
| Senate Chamber before the occurrence took place. 
[ learned, as | was passing down the street, that 
an assault had been made upon Mr. Sumner, and 
I went back. When I arrived he was having his 
| head dressed in the ante-room. I assisted, and 
went with him to his room. I did not see any- 
thing of the assault. 

Question. Do you know anything ofany threats 
made prior to the assault by any of the parties 
implicated ? 

Answer. I know of none of my own knowledge. 
Mr. Bingham, of the House of Representatives, 
said to me just about the time the Senate ad- 
journed: **You had better go down with Mr. Sum- 
ner; I think there will be an assault upon him.”” 
SaidI, ‘* Do you think so?’’ He said: ‘I have 
heard remarks made, from which I think an 
assault willbe made.’’ I afterwards said to Mr. 
Sumner that I would like to talk with him, and 
I spoke to Mr. Burlingame and to Mr. Colfax 
to walk down with us. While I was standing 
talking to Mr. Burlingame, Mr. Sumner went to 
Mr. Sutton’s desk, and then went out of the side- 
door. I waited, supposing he would come back 
and go down with us. But he did not come, 
and we left the Capitol, but waited some time 
néar the porter’s lodge until we heard he had 
gone home. ‘That is all I know, and it is 
merely hearsay. I gave myself little trouble 
about it. I went up to his room afterwarda, but 
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communicate with Mr. Wilson. I said to Mr. 
Wilson that it was my opinion an assault was 
intended upon Mr, Sumner, and that he had bet- 
ter see to it that no assault was made, 

Question. Did you communicate to Mr. Wil- 
son that you had heard any threats uttered ex- 














me. I told him that he had not. 

Question. What did he say at the time you 
went up to Mr. Sumner? 

Answer. I understood him to make some re- 
mark telling me not to interfere. I do not recol- 
lect his saying anything else, or using his stick. 


Question. Well, what else? 

Answer. I do not recollect. 

Question. Then I am to understand that he sup- 
posed at the time that you and Mr. Foster were 
going up to interfere? 

Answer. Yes. 


—— 
—— ; . SS 2 
did not find him at home. Mr. Sumner paid no || certainly not intended to be made public. I ap- Question. Did you hear him say anythin te a bo 
attention to what I said. I merely said I wanted || prehended that the language used by Mr. Douglas, anybody at the time? g ‘Ansie 
to walk down with him, that I wanted to talk || ‘‘ Doeshe [Sumner] wantsomebodytokick him?’ || Answer. I did not. simes 8 
with him. ; | or something to that effect, was designed to pro- Question. Now, let me commence over again said ab 
Question, (by Mr. Coss.) When was this re- || duce or encourage anassault. That wasmy com- || Were yan eeeaes in the Senate Chamber at the Ques 
mark made by Mr. Bingham? _ || munication to Mr. Wilson, that he ought to see || time Mr. Brooks, of South Carolina, made . gation 
Answer. After Mr. Sumner had closed his | to it, and not permit the assault to be made. I || assault on Senator Sumner? If you were a vdnsu 
speech on the second day, in reply to Messrs. || thought he [Mr. Wilson] ought to see that it was | what you saw and heard. — myself 
Cass, Douglas, and Mason. | notdone; I wasapprehensive that such an assault || .4nswer. Lwasin the Senate Chamber. T heard Mr. St 
Question. You were saying you spoke to Mr. || might follow in consequence of this ebullition of || a blow, and ran up as soon as I could get there ~ Ques 
Sumner, and said you wished to go down with || feeling on the part of Senators. That is all I || | saw blows struck. I saw Mr. Sumner fal] and at any 
him that day. Did you intimate to him that || know about it. '| [helped to take him up. I did not see the first you t 
you had heard this report? | Question, (by Mr. Pensineton.) What other || assault upon him at all. parpo' 
Answer. No, sir. | expressions were used which led you to believe || _ Question. Did any other person than Mr. person 
Question. Did you state to himafterwards why || an assault was intended besides the one you have || Brooks either participate in the assault, or show dns 
you wished to go down with him that day? | mentioned ? ; || any disposition, by words or otherwise, to re- he or 
Answer. 1 do not think I did. I said thenI || Answer. There were several expressions be- || vent persons from protecting Mr. Sumner? Of thi 
wanted to talk with him; and I said to two or || sides the one I have quoted, from which it seemed | Answer. I saw. no one attempt to interfere Que 
three gentlemen that I wanted them to come with || to me that an assault was contemplated. I think | There were several gentlemen near at the time: that ) 
us; ‘‘for,’’ said I, ‘it is possible there may be || Mr. Douglas remarked, in substance, that some- | but no one interfered that I recollect. : Ans 
some demonstration against him.”’ thing would happen to the Senator for his assault || Question. Can_you name the Senators and were 
* Question, Did you at that time, or afterwards, |, on the Senator from South Carolina, following it | members of the House who were in the Senate Qu 
indicate to Mr. Sumner those words of appre- || up with the statement, that he knew what would || Chamber at the time? can, ¢ 
hension of yours, prior to the assault? || happen—that as soon as the Senator from South | Answer. 1 do not recollect any member of ence 
Aiiswer. aa not certain whether I did or not. || Carolina returned, he (Mr. Sumner) would go, || the House who was there. Mr. Foster was pearl 
It is possible I may have done so. Ido not know || and whisper an apology in his ear. || there, Mr. Pearce was there, and, I think, Mr An: 
that I did. | Question, (by Mr. Greenwoop.) Are you at-|| Crittenden, and Mr. Fitzpatrick, and Mr. was t 
Question. You had no conversation with Mr. || tempting now to repeat what occurred in the de- || ‘Toombs. ; ; he th 
Sumner as to the importance he attached to these || bates of the Senate? Question. Did you see any member of the going 
words? || Answer. Iam attempting to repeatthe substance || House near Mr. Sumner at the time you reached stood 
Answer. None at all. I do not know that I || of what I heard in debate there in reply to Mr. || the point where he fell ? was | 
ever spoke to him in reference to those threats, || Sumner; and to state what I inferred and ex- | ‘nswer. { do not recollect that I did. Mr, what 
or in reference to any threats being made towards || pressed at the time as a necessary consequence of || Brooks stood with his back towards me at the abou' 
him. || such language as that used upon quick and ex- || time. ; Qu 
Question. Had you any other conversation || citable persons. It is, perhaps, due to myself to || Question, (by Mr. Pennincton.) I understood that! 
with him between the delivery of his speech and || say, that I made that communication to Mr. || you to say, that Mr. Keitt came up and stopped din 
the assault? Wilson privately; it was not intended to be over- || you from interfering ? Qu 
Answer. | would say it is possible that I had. || heard by any one else, or to excite any disposition || _ Answer. No, sir; I did not say that. Mr, have 
When I saw him that night, I told him I had | in the mind of anybody to do violence. I be- || Keitt was standing, and made some remark which At 
been hunting for him—that I did not know that || lieved myself at the time, as I have stated, that || 1 did not hear. up a 
he had gone down. 1 do not know that I inti- || there were persons there who would be foolish | Question. What did you understand to be the man 
mated to him my reason for wishing to go down || enough, moved by such language as wasemployed || object of his remark, or the object of his inter- Keit 
with him, but it is possible I may have done so. || towards Mr. Sumner, to commit an assault upon || position? ing } 
If I did, [ have forgotten it. I had no suspicion ||} Mr. Sumner. Answer. I believe it was for the purpose of Q 
that our such occurrence was going to happen. Isaac Holland, sworn: preventing my interference. the 
After the Senate adjourned, I sat at my seat Question, (by Mr. Campseti.) What do you Question. Did you not so understand him; and 4 
closing a letter tomy wife. As I rose to take my || know of the facts connected with the assault al- || did you not desist in consequence? Sum 
cane, Mr. Brooks was sitting near General Hous- || leged to have been made on Mr. Sumner, in the Answer. I did not desist, for I had not inter- not: 
ton’s seat. His eye happened to meet mine, and || Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, of || fered. the | 
we bowed to coal other. I went out, and it || South Carolina, on Thursday, May 22, 1856? Question. Has Mr. Keitt stated since what his H 
never occurred to me that anything of the kind || .4nswer. I was in the Senate at the time, but || object was? Q 
was to occur. | did not see the assault at all, when it commenced. ‘Inswer. He came to me to say that he had kno 
Hon. John A. Bingham, sworn: || But when I did see the parties, [saw Mr. Brooks, || understood that it was said that he had struck alle; 
Question, (by Mr.Camppett.) Whatdo you | 1 presume, striking blows—heavy blows upon || me. I said he had done no such thing. I under- the 
know of the facts connected with the assault al- || Mr. Sumner, I ran up and observed that, as an || stood him that his business was to prevent Mr. Sou 
leged to have been made on Mr. Sumner, in the || officer of the Senate, I commanded peace. Mr. || Foster and me from interfering, or something to ‘ 
Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, of || Keitt interposed, and said something about not || that effect. Sen 
South Carolina, on Thursday, May 22, 1856? || interfering. Mr. Sumner was then down, and | Question, (by Mr. Coss.) I want to under- ann 
-“Inswer, I know nothing whatever. | Mr. Foster and myself went to help him up. I || stand you. Will you state what was the remark Ho 
Question. Do you know anything of any threats || thought he was very much hurt. Mr. Keitt made, and not what you understood ber 
made by members of the House of Representa- Question. How often did Mr. Brooks strike? was the effect of it? + 
tives, or others, in regard to the speech which |; .4nswer. I think some four or five times. I do “Alnswer. I did not hear what the remark was; Ser 
Mr. Sumner had made in the Senate? not know. I did not see the commencement. || but he came to me afterwards and said, as well wen 
by lnswer. I do not. || When I heard blows I went up immediately, but || as I recollect, that he had understood that I had occ 
: Question. Had you any reason to apprehend || some one had taken away Mr. Brooks, and Mr. || said he had struck me. I said he did no such by 
that an assault would be made on Mr. Sumner |; Sumner was down. thing. ay 
after the delivery of that speech? | Question. State what Mr. Keitt said? Question, (by Mr. Coss.) Then that is all he wi 
“Inswer. 1 can only say that I had no reason to || .4nswer. I do not recollect distinctly what he || has said to you since? > 
apprehend danger to Mr. Sumner, except what I |} said. He was standing there with a stick in his Answer. Yo sir. = 
inferred from the language of Senators at the || hand. Mr. Sutton told me that he used threats || Question. Then all he has said to you since is “ 
time he closed his speech. What they said then | towards me, but I did not hear them. I got up || that he told you he heard you had said he struck th 
led me to believe that an attempt to assail him |} as near as I could to the parties, but I could not || you, and you told him he did notstrike you. Is h 
was intended, or was intended to be encouraged. || get near enough to aid in separating them. I || that all? be 
Question. Were the threats of Senators, of || co blows, and immediately ran up, as an offi- Answer. That is all. bi 
which you speak, uttered in debate, or outside? || cer of the Senate, tocommand peace. Mr. Sum- Question, (by Mr. Pennineron.) Then Lam 2 
“Inswer. They were uttered in debate. I do | ner was then down. He fell about the time that || to understand that he did not tell you that Mr. . 
not recollect hearing anything of the kind except || I got near him, Foster was trying to stop Mr. Brooks? Pi 
what was uttered in debate, coupled with the |! Question. Were there any other persons who “Inswer. I understood him to say that. i 
manner of Senators. These are all the reasons || showed any disposition to prevent you from pre- Question, (by Mr. Coss.) But you said just 7 
I had for apprehending an assault. serving peace? now ‘* that was all.’? What did he say to you = 
Question, (by Mr. Cops.) Did you commu- Answer. No, sir; no person said a word. Mr. || about Mr. Foster? Ic 
nicate to Mr, Wilson your apprehensions in ref- || Keitt came to me afterwards and said that he had Answer. He said that he thought that Mr. Fos- h 
ference to Mr. Sumner? understood it had been said that he had struck || ter and myself were going up for the purpose of t 
“Inswer. 1 did, before the Senate adjourned, || me, and he came to tell me that he had not struck || interfering, 


cept in public debate? , Question. What did Mr. Keitt say? That is Question. Did he say anything more? 3 7 

Inswer, No, sir; I did notintend to communi- || the point. Answer. He said something about so many ies F 
cate anything except my own impression. What|| Answer. Ido not think he said anything. I | being told. | 
I said was under a little excitement, and was || was attending to Mr. Sumner, who was down. 





Question, (by Mr. Pennineron.) Did he make 
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» aap, : Ee ing and exhausted, and apparently unconscious. 1] number of gentlemen comingtogether from differ- 
0 ee answer’ I thought that was his business at the || I believe that is the substance of what I know. || ent parts of the Chamber, f hesitated a moment 
ime; and to contradict anything that had been || { was surprised, as I have said, at the conflict. | under the impression that a general conflict was 
“qd avout striking me. : oor I did not know that the parties were in the room || about to take place. I stopped but an instant, 
: " yestion. What reason did he give in conver- || until after the conflict commenced. I heard no || however, and again started rapidly, reaching Mr. 
0 cation for coming up to you? words pass between the parties before, or during, || Sumner at the moment he fell, in company with 
a “gnswer. He said he thought Mr. Foster and || or after the conflict. ; '| Mr. Morgan, of New York. I took hold of him 
. myself were coming up to interfere to prevent Question. Did you recognize any members of || at the same instant with Mr. Morgan, and was 
fr, Sumner from being beaten. . ; the House present at the time ? ; | about to assist in raising him up, when Mr. Si- 
~ Question, (by Mr. Campsett.) Did Mr. Keitt Answer. I recollect seeing Mr. Keitt, and I | monton, of the New York Times, advised that a 
at any time, during the assault or since, say to || believe Mr. Edmundson. physician should be sent for. I left Mr. Sumner 
t you that either he or his friends were there for the Question. Was this at the time of the assault? || with those gentlemen, and went out of the north 


’ pose of witnessing the assault, or preventing 
, “ons from protecting Mr. Sumner? — 
" F Answer. 1 think he did say something about 
, pe or his friends being there for that purpose. 
Of this fact I am certain. 

Question, (by Mr. Coss.) Repeat the words 
that Mr. Keitt used ? 

Answer. I stated that I did not recollect what 
were his words. ; 

Question, (by Mr. Camppery.) Repeat, if you 
can, the precise language of Mr. Keitt in refer- 
, ence to the parties, himself and his friends, as 
pearly as you can from memory? _— 

Answer. When he came up to tell me this, it 
was to contradiet what had been said. He said 
he thought that Mr. Foster and myself were 

sing up to prevent an assault, and, as I under- 
stood him, that his purpose and that of his friends 
was to prevent any interference. That is about 
what I recollect, and I think Mr. Keitt will say 
about the same thing. 

Question, (by Mr. Cops.) You are clear about 


Answer. No. I think that Mr. Edmundson || door of the Senate to get my hat, passing through 
stepped down from the space on the other side of || the ante-room. I there saw Judge Douglas and 
the door. The conflict took place just at Mr. || Mr. Slidell, and two other gentlemen, in close 
Sumner’s seat. It was all over when I got there. || conversation; I told them of what had occurred, 
After that time, I think I saw Mr. Edmundson. || and they started to goin the Senate. 1 hastened 
It was, of course, a very hurried scene—over ina || to the eastern door under the portico, took a hack, 

| very short time. I would not be very positive, || and procured the services of Dr. Boyle, who at- 
| but I think that about the time it was all over || tended and dressed the wounds. I returned with 
I saw Mr. Edmundson step down from the seats |! Dr. Boyle, and remained in attendance rendering 
on the other side. || all the assistance in my power. 
Question. From what direction did you see || Question. Do you know the person or persons 
Mr. Keitt approach? || who stated there should be no interference ? 
Answer. | did not see him approach at all. I Answer. I do not; it was said by a party op- 
found myself standing near him in the aisle. I | positeme. Mr. Morgan and myself approached 
saw no interference in the fight—none. || up the center aisle, and reached Mr. Sumner at 

Question. Did you observe upon the part of || the same moment. 

any person any effort to prevent an interference Question. Did you see any members of the 
upon the part of the officers of the Senate? | House around at the time you took hold of Mr. 
Answer. I did not. Theconflict lasted,as you || Sumner and raised him up? 

may imagine, a very short time; half a‘minute, || .@nswer. I saw Mr. Morgan. I had seen other 
I suppose, would have covered the whole of it. || members in the aisle at the time, but my atten- 
During a portion of that time I was passing from || tion was not directed to them. 

my seat to the scene of conflict. I saw no inter- Question. Did you see Mr. Keitt immediately 
ference, or attempt of interference, and, of course, || after the occurrence? 

I saw no prevention. Answer. Not in the Senate Chamber. I had 

Question, (by Mr. Penniveron.) Did you in- || to go into one of the side rooms, and while there 

terfere to arrest the commission of violence ? | I saw Mr. Keitt and Mr. Brooks. This was 
Answer. That was “4 object; but, when I got || after Mr. Sumner had been removed, and after 
to the parties, it was all over. I had procured the services of a physician. I had 

Question. You speak of a conflict, and of the || seen him and other members about before the 

parties as combatants. Were both the parties || conflict, and it produced the impression for the 

engaged as such? || moment that there was to be a general conflict. 
Answer. That was my ~ emey whén I first || Question, (by Mr. Pennineton.) What was 

saw them, but I may have been mistaken. The || Mr. Sumner’s position when you first saw blows 





Question. And are you not clear about all you 
have testified to ? 

Jnswer. Yes, sir; after 1 saw him strike, I ran 
upand called out as loud as I could, ‘‘ 1 com- 
mand the peace.”? And our reporter says Mr. 
Keitt raised a cane just as Mr. 
ing in the aisle. 

Question, (by Mr. Spinner.) How long after 
the adjournment did this occurrence take place? 

Answer. It could not have been long. Mr. 


that? 
Answer. I do not think I am mistaken. 
umner was fall- | 


Sumner was at his seat the whole morning. I did || arms of both were in motion, and [ supposed |} struck? 
notsee Mr. Brooks come in. What I saw was || both were combating. || Answer. He was in the act of rising from his 
the striking of his blows. Question. What was your distance from the || desk. 
Hon. J. J. Crittenden, sworn: parties? Question. Did you notice the falling of his 
Question, (by Mr. Campsett.) What do you nswer. About twenty feet. desk ? 


know of the facts connected with the assault Question. Did you hear no words from Mr. 


Answer. Not at the moment; there was such 





alleged to have been made upon Mr. Sumner in || Brooks? ; a general crash. 
the Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, of || Answer. I did not, and have seen neither party || Question. How many blows were struck be- 
South Carolina, on Thursday, May 22, 1856? since. fore your attention was directed to, and saw him 


Answer. I think it was on Thursday last, the 
Senate adjourned early in consequence of the 
announcement of the death of a member of the 
House. I happened to remain in the Senate Cham- 
ber for some time after the adjournment, and I was 
witness to the conflict between Mr. Sumner of the 
Senate, and Mr. Brooks of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I was entirely unapprised of any such 
occurrence, and was taken, of course, very much 
eee atit. I did not see the commencement 
of it. I was at some distance in the Chamber from 
where it occurred, and was engaged in conversa- 
tion with Mr. Pearce, of Maryland. My atten- 
ton was not attracted towards the parties, and 
was only directed to them when J heard a sudden 
and unusual noise. I raised my head and saw 
the contending parties when-I heard the noise of 
the conflict. Mr. Pearce was sitting with his 


Question, (by Mr. Spinner.) How long was it || rising from his place? 
after the adjournment of the Senate ? || Answer. I do not know. When my atten- 
Answer. i cannot say exactly. I suppose it || tion was directed to them, the blows were struck 
was within an hour. | with great rapidity. 
Question, (by Mr. Penninetron.) Did Mr. | Question. You stated that you heard some one 
Brooks address any offensive observation to you || remark that there should be no interference; was 
| in regard to the affair? || that remark made by more than one person? 
Answer. None—I had no conversation with || Answer. Only by one voice. It was on the 
Mr. Brooks. I did express my disapprobation || opposite side of the aisle from me. I saw per- 
| of such violence in the Senate Chamber. It was || sons coming round through the lobby and through 
addressed to no one in particular, but was made |) the aisle. 
| in the hearing of all present. Mr. Brooks was || Question. Was the remark made by some per- 
| some little distance from Mr. Sumner, and had || son standing in the middle aisle ? 
come down from the passage way when I met Answer. No, sir; | was standing in the middle 
him; he was one of the first persons that I met. || aisle; it appeared to come from some person who 
He had a piece of the stick in his hand with || was in the position Mr. Sumner occupied when 
which 1 supposed he had been combating. I took || the affair commenced, he and Mr. Brooks being 
hold of it, and he very gently yielded and alluwed || between that person and me. 














back to them, and did not see them, I suppose, 
by an instant as soon as I did. I imme iately 
left my seat and went towards the parties for the 
Purpose of interposing, as well as I could, to sep- 
arate them. Mr. Brooks had astick in his hand; 
Mr. Sumner had none. 1 thought, when I first 
saw them, and when [ started, that both 
Were standing up and combating. Mr. Brooks 
certainly was; and with a cane which he held in 
is hand he dealt many very severe blows, as I 
thought, over the head, and perhaps over the 
time shoulders, of Mr. Sumner. AsI passed 
ekind the planking that is put back of the seats 
of those Senators who sit near Mr. Pearce, I 
reached them in a very short period afterwards; 
‘ut, of course, I was out of sight of the combat- 
auts. I thought, before I got there, that Mr. 
“umner was sinking under the blows. When I 
ie round in view, the combat was all over. No 
Ow was struck that I saw after Mr. Sumner had 


arties | 


me to take it: out of his hand. | 


Question. Of what size was the stick? | 
Answer. It was nothing in size but a common | 


walking-stick, such as gentlemen frequently use. 


I did not examine it with a view to accuracy, 
and presently I handed it to some one else. 





C.S. Jones, sworn: 
Question. What do you know of the facts con- | 


nected with the assault alleged to have been made . ; 

on Mr. Sumner, in the Senate Chamber, by the’|| was very quick; one of these things will pass 

Hon. Mr. Brooks, of South Carolina, on Thurs- || over before you realize it. 

day, May 22, 1856? 

Answer. On the 224 of this: month (May) I || recess for half an hour. 
was in the Senate Chamber writing at the desk | 
of the Secretary, the Senate having adjourned. | 

I heard a crash, looked ee the paper before 


me, and saw Mr. Brooks 


ating Mr. Sumner on | 


| the head with a cane; the blows were violent and 


repeated. 


I immediately started towards the 


Question. Did you see Mr. Keitt with any 
cane? 

Answer. My recollection is that he had a cane? 

Question. Where did you first see Mr. Keitt 
after the blows were struck? 

Answer. The first positive recollection I have 
of seeing him was in a side room with Mr. 
Brooks; they were washing Mr. Brooks’s eyes. 
He had a slight cut over the eye. The contest 


On motion of Mr. Coss the committee took a 


Dr. Cornelius Boyle, sworn: 

Question, (by Mr. Camrsert.) Were you called 
upon as a surgeon to dress the wounds of Mr. 
Sumner on the 22d instant? 

Answer. I was. 7 ' 

Question. State the condition in which you 


parties engaged, but hearing some one remark |! found him and the character of his wounds? 
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Answer. 1 found Mr. Sumner in the ante-room 
of the Senate bleeding very copiously, and with 
a great deal of blood upon his clothes. The blood 
wentallover my shirtin dressing his wounds. His 
friends thought I ought not to dress his wounds 
there, but take him to his residence. I differed, 
and stated my reason, thatif I dressed his wounds 


at once and at that place they would heal by first | 


intentions, and that, if I did not, suppuration 
might take place. Mr. Campbell, I think, was 


present, and some others; and they agreed with | 


me. I put four stitches—two into each wound; 
he then went to his room; I came there an hour 
afterwards. The blood stopped as soon as I drew 
the wounds together. He was doing very well. 

Question. Describe the character of the wounds, 
and where they were. 

Answer. They were both on the scalp. There 
were marks of three wounds on the scalp, but 
only two that I dressed. One was a very slight 
wound, that required no special attention. One 
was two and a quarter inches long, cut to the 


mm? 


bone-—cut under, as it were, and very ragged, 


This wound has healed up without any suppura- | 
The other is not quite two inches | 


tion at all, 
long, and has healed up within about half an 
inch, and has suppurated. 

Question. Were they both cut to the bone? 

Answer. They were. I have the probe now 
in my pocket, from which the blood has not been 
washed. [Instrument produced.] One was a 
eut to the depth of nearly an inch, It is only 
an eighth of an inch to the scalp, but it was cut 
in and down. 
of the wounds was two and a quarter inches 
lone, and the other about one sixteenth of an 
inch less than two inches, 

Question. State on what part of the head the 
gashes were inflicted. 

Answer. One wound was behind, on the left 
side of the head, and the other was rather in 
front, about two inches from the median line. 

Question. Were there any other bruises or cuts 
upon his head? 

Answer. There was one slight mark on the 
back of his head, but not #&vere enough to 
require dressing, and I have not paid any atten- 
tion to it since. There were marks on the hands 
also, and a red mark down the face near the 
temple, which has disappeared, as though it was 
caused by a faint blow. 

Question. State whether blows inflicted with a 
cane or stick three fourths of an inch in diameter, 


. . . | 
producing wounds of that kind, might have 


caused death as a consequence. 

Answer. That depends on the position of the 
blows on the head. ‘These were simply wounds 
on the scalp. If one of these blows had been on 
the temple, a rupture of the temple artery might 
have been the consequence, and would have pro- 


duced a pressure of the brain, from which death | 


might have ensued; but these blows hit the thick- 
est portion of the skull. 
that pointof any magnitude. I once knewa case 
where a person was hit with the fist on the side 
of his head, and knocked down; he was perfectly 
well for several hours; he went to a supper, and 


ate heartily of oysters; after eating supper, and | 


after walking round a square, he was taken sud- 
denly very sick, and in about twenty minutes 
died. ‘There was in that c#se a pressure of the 
brain, but it was a different case from this. 
Wounds of the scalp may be dangerous in sev- 
eral ways. For instance, erysipelas might be the 
consequence. Surgeons generally look upon ery- 
sipelas as very often causing death from wounds 
of the scalp; but there is no erysipelas in this case. 

Question. State whether, in your opinion, if the 
blows which produced these gashes had been 
upon another part of the head, they might have 
caused the death of the party? 

Answer. It would be impossible to answer; the 
skulis of people are so different in thickness; 
some are very thin, and others are very thick. 
The blows themselves would not produce death, 
as a general thing. 

Question. Upon any part of the head? 

“inswer. That depends upon the rupture of the 
arteries. No person could give an opinion until 
the occurrence had taken place. Such blows 
would not ordinarily produce death. 

Question. You mean to say, then, that blows 


of this kind upon the temple might have produced 
death. 


THE CO 





I have mentioned the fact that one | 


There are no arteries at | 








Question, (by Mr. Coss.) Whatis youropinion 


| of these wounds, just as they are? 


“Answer. I look upon them simply as flesh 
wounds. 


Question. What would you say of the nature | 


of these wounds? 
Answer. They are nothing but flesh wounds. 
Question. What is your opinion in reference to 
the condition of Mr. Sumner? How long need 
he be confined on account of these wounds? 
Answer. His wounds do not necessarily confine 
him one moment. 


Question. Could he have come out with safety? 

Answer. He could have come with safety as far 
as the wounds were concerned. 

Question. And, as a matter of course, from that 
time to the present? 


Answer. Yes, sir; he stated that he would be | 


ready to appear before the committee to-day. 

Question, (by Mr. Campspeti.) At what time 
did he make that statement? 

Answer. On Sunday evening he told me to state 
to Mr. Campbell, who had addressed him a letter 
through me, which I delivered, that he would be 
ready to attend the committee on Monday. His 
friends advised him not te appear until the next 


day, and, therefore, he told me to inform Mr. | 


Campbell that he would appear on Tuesday. 


Question. State in this connection, whether || 


there were any other persons with him—I mean 
any physicians who advised that perhaps it might 
not be safe for him to go out? 


Answer. 1 have seen no medical man with him | 


but myself. There has been none there. There 


| are a great many friends present, and they make 
| Mr. Sumner out a great deal worse than he is. 


They say he has afever. I have never discovered 
any. 
have never known his pulse at any moment higher 


than eighty-two. I yesterday corrected an article | 


inthe Intelligencer, stating that he had a fever, and 
the correction appears in to-day’s paper. He has 
no fever to my knowledge. have visited him 
twice aday. His brother said he ought not to 
come out, and cited a Sreat many cases that had 
come under his observation in Paris, where death 


had taken place in six weeks from blows on the | 


head. Sen- 


His brother is not a medical man. 


ator Sumner of course took the advice of his | 


brother and his friends, and I, of course, allowed 
them to do as they thought proper. Perhaps I 
ought to state my reason for objecting to his com- 
ing outon Friday. There was a good deal of 


| excitement at that time, and I thought that, if Mr. 


Sumner did not go into the Senate for a day or 
two, the excitement might wear off. 

Question, (by Mr. Cons.) It was not then on 
account of his physical condition? 

Answer. Not atall. He was very anxious to 
go. He said that he had not losta single day’s 
session since the meeting of Congress. I objected 
to his going for the reason that I have stated, and 


| not because I thought his condition would not 
| admit of it. 


Question, (by Mr. Penninetron.) Do you mean 
to say, as a medicai man, that you would have 
recommended, or would have been willing to 


| allow Mr. Sumner to go to the Senate on Friday 


in his condition? 

Answer. I think he ought not to have gone on 
account of the excitement. 

Question. Ido not speak of that. Do you mean 
to say, as his physician, that you were not unwil- 
ling that he should go out on account of his 


| wounds and the consequences in which, from ex- 


citement and other causes, those wounds might 
end? 

“Inswer. I think this: that Mr. Sumner might 
have taken a carriage and driven as far as Balti- 
more on the next day without any injury. 

Question. Was it possible for him to have worn 
a hat? 

“Answer. I think he could have worn a hat. 

Question. Now, I want to know whether you 
are willing to say, asa physician, that blows of 
the character received by Mr. Sumner indiscrim- 
inately upon his head were not such as possibly 
to produce instant death as a directconsequence? 

“luswer. I cannot say anything of the character 
of the blows, for [ was not present. 

Question. Do you know Mr. Brooks? 

Answer. I do. 
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He would have come to the | 
| Senate on Friday, if I had recommended it. 


I have been his constant attendant, and I | 





etre ree 
Answer. I think probably they might have. 


June 2, 


Question. With a person of Mr. Brooks’s 
and muscular power, I ask you whether 
|| Say, as a physician, that he might, wit} 
|| from one half to five eighths of an 
|| eter, deal indiscriminate blows wit} 
on the head of Mr. Sumner, or any other adul: 
without extreme danger of producing oat ” 
|, death, or such wounds as would produce de 
|| Answer. It would depend upon the charac 
|| the stick. Mr. Brooks might have hit 
|, man than Mr. Sumner, and killed him jy 

| lt would depend upon the blows. 
ing of the blows that were inflicted. 

Question. I am asking you hypothetically 
Suppose such blows as I have stated werp i 
|| fljcted indiscriminately upon the head, could 
| have been done without danger of instant death» 

“Answer. That would depend entirely upon thy 

character of the stick. 

Question. Then if the stick had the 

gravity of an ordinary hickory stick ? 

Answer. These blows would not have killed 
|| Mr. Sumner. 
|| _ Question. Then you say they might have been 
| dealt about the head with impunity ? : 
| Answer. No, sir; not with impunity at the 
|| point where they were struck, 
| Question. I mean dealt about the head indis. 
criminately ? 

Inswer. They might have produced death. 

Question. Were you accidentally called to at. 
/ tend Mr. Sumner? 
| Answer. No, sir, Mr. Jones said he was com. 
|| ing forme. I met him ina carriage, and he said 

he was on his way to ~~ office. I was then com- 
| ing down the avenue. had not seen Mr. Sum- 
ner before that time.. I have since called regu- 
|| larly. 
|| Question. What are your political affinities? 

“Answer. [ am an old-line Whig—-if I have any 
| polities. I wasborn in the city of Washington, 
| Question. Were you bail for Mr. Brooks? 
|| Answer. I was not. 
| Question, (by Mr. Coss.) Are you a regu- 
| larly practicing physician of this city, and if so, 
|| for how long have you practiced? 

“Answer. I have been practicing since 1844, | 
|| have been connected with hospitals and medi- 
cine since 1833. 
| Question. | ask whether in your practice your 
| 
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treatment depends upon the political opinions of 
your patients? 
|| Answer. No, sir. 
| Question. Do you treat them with reference to 
| their political opinions, or do you judge more by 
| the pulse ? : : 
| Answer. I have nothing to do with any man’s 
| politics, 
| Nathan Darling, sworn: 
| Question, (by Mr. Campseti.) What do you 
|| know of the facts connected with the assault al- 
leged to have been made on Mr. Sumner, in the 
Senate Chamber, by the Hon. Mr. Brooks, of 
| South Carolina, on Thursday, May 22, 1856? 
|| Answer. 1 did not see Mr. Sumner until the 
| fracas was over. / 
Question. State whether you assisted in dress- 
|| ing his wounds? 
|| Answer. I did. The first I knew of the affair, 
one of the pages of the House said a fight had 
been going on in the Senate. I ran over to see 
what it was. I was rather expecting something 
of the sort. When I arrived there, I found Mr. 
Sumner all covered with blood. The bystanders 
did not seem to understand much about it, or 
seemed frightened, and I went to work. 
Question. State what experience you have had 
in this business of dressing wounds, if any? 
Answer. One of the reasons for my going over 
was, that I have had a good deal to do with the 
operation of dressing wounds. 
Question. In what capacity ? . 
inswer. I was captain inthe second regiment 
‘of the United States dragoons in the war with 
Mexico. I have been stationed for months with- 
‘out adoctor. I have dressed wounds, and could 
amputate a leg if necessary. I saw from the 
nature of Mr. Sumner’s wounds that it was abso- 
lutely necessary to dress them on the . 
the reason that it was evident there would have 
to be stitches put in, and if that has to be done 
it is always better to do it at once. The wounds 
would heal quicker. I told them they had better 
! send for a doctor, and see if his skull was 00 
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